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Current Topics. 
Lord Wrenbury’s Report. 

No surprise will be felt’ by lawyers accustomed to weigh 
evidence at the Report of Lord Wrenspury’s Committee of 
The SOCIETY now TRANSACTS Inquiry into the W.R.A.F. allegations made by Miss 
DovcLas Pennant. That the report should be unanimous 
was only to be expected ; no grounds existed to justify differ- 
ence of opinions. That it would be trenchant and epigram- 
A L L C L A S S E S matic was reasonably clear, inasmuch as Lord Wrensury, 
who is always brilliant, presided, and doubtless drafted the 
Report. The complete exoneration of all concerned was the 
only conclusion possible on the evidence, or, rather, on the 
O fe INS U RA N ‘ E lack of evidence. There will be much sympathy with Miss 
DovGLias PENNANT, whose wounded pride, suffering from an 
unduly abrupt dismissal, led her to believe incredible things 
and bond fide prefer untenable charges; but it will be gener- 


(except Marine). ally fel: that the unfortunate grounds on which she based her 
attitude in 


case rendered necessary severe censure of her 








making those charges 


The Procedure of Committees. 

WE Ake not quite certain, hoWever, that Lord Wrensury 
took the proper view of his Committee’s functions. Did he 
not take too purely professional a view? He regarded the 
case as one in which Miss PENNANT alleged that she had been 
Write for particulars  - wrongfully dismissed; she must, therefore, begin and call 

evidence to prove her case. This method of proceeding works 
well in private‘affairs. But it may not be equally suitable with 


LIFE FIRE AGCIDENT public matters affecting a Government Department Loyalty 
+] 5 J ’s which make it ex- 


and discipline are two powerful force 
] tremely difficult for a private person who is making charges 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY, against a Government Department to get evidence from 
among its members They are naturally reluctant to take 
MOTOR CAR PUBLIC sides against their own service. They are not likely to 
9 come forward voluntarily, and even when they are approached 
and persuasion is tried, they are unlikely to prove ready or 


LIABILITY & BURGLARY willing witnesses. This was seen three years ago in the 

famous PemBerton Biitiinc Inquiry. There Mr. BILtine 
made against the Royal Flying Corps charges of inefficiency 
ASSURANGES. and negligence and the taking of urnecessary risks. He used 
violent language, was rather outspoken in his attacks on high 
personages, and generally indulged in a great deal of exaggera- 
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tion But probably most person who have served in the 
Royal Air Force would agree that much of what he alleged 
was in substance not far from the truth. Yet he could not 
get witnesses to come forward and give really valuable evidence 
in support of his case. It is not impossible that Miss 
PENNANT was similarly handicapped when she tried to get 
evidence on some of the general charges she made about 
conditions in W.R.A.F. camps At any rate, her failure to 
adduce evidence will hardly impress service men acquainted 
with service conditions to the same extent that it impressed 
Lord Wrensvury’s Committee Of course, this does not 
justify Miss Pennant in making unsupported charges against 
pecially as some of those charges were 


contradicted by the available minute 


named individuals, « 
ind proceedings 


Public Inquirie 

WHEN ALt is said and done, however, we doubt whether it 
is fair to expect private persons to find witnesses and prove 
their case at a public inquiry It pute difficulties, and also 
expense, on their shoulder which the Court of Inquiry should 
itself undertake. Perhaps the best procedure for such a Court 
is to start like a man of science, collect: its own facts, and call 
as witnesses al! the per It has 
much larger resources at ite disposal than the private person 


ms who can give it assistance 


The witnesses whom it calls are saved the odium of appearing 
for or against anyone; they are not giving evidence at any- 
one’s request against their own department or chief, but in 
the public interest at the Court’s invitation. Therefore 


loyalty and discipline are less operative to keep them silent 


This seems to us an all-important consideration We are in 


clined to think that it deserves careful consideration at the 
hands of any future Committee into an alleged public scandal 
which is anxious to cet the best procedure for arriving at 


truth. The lawver’s method. which applies the analogy of 
litigation to matters not really a res Jitiqiosa, is hardly always 
the best 


Legal Advisers at Courts-Martial 

WE PRINT elsewhere a spirited letter from a learned and 
gallant correspondent who has revised court-martial proceed 
ings and seems to have taken umbrage at some of our com 
ments. We rather think he has misunderstood the nature of our 
criticism. Our own information, we may say, was supplied 
us by a barrister who has served as C.M.O. on an important 
staff. He has also been an ordinary regimental officer and 
an adjutant, in addition to temporarily doing provost 
marshal’s work as the officer commanding military pickets 
in a garrison town, and also temporarily serving as a discipline 
officer doing the work of a D.A.A.G His experience has 
therefore, probably, been as wide as that of our correspondent 
Where doctors disagree, it is notoriously hard to decide where 
lies the truth 


The Status of Court-Martial Officers. 

THE FIRST point upon which our correspondent attacks us 
is our suggestion that the C.M.O.’ 
if he is to be really influential and to carry weight with his 
In the Army rank is all-important. 
A senior officer (major and higher rank) has a weight which 
scarcely the most forceful and able of juniors can ever com 
mand, <A Staff officer, who directly represents his General, 
and can conduct correspondence a ‘well as give orders with 
his name, has likewise a weight which an ‘‘ attached 
officer of equal rank does not possess Now, the C.M.O. was 
usually a subaltern or captain; very rarely he was a major 


tatus needs to be improved 


superiors and colleague 


He was always an “ attached ”’ officer, we believe, and never 
a ‘‘ Staff’’ officer. The result was that he failed, far too 
often, to command proper weight when he gave advice He 


was looked on as an instrument who would find the legal 
means of doing the things his G.O.C. wanted to do rather 
than a true legal adviser who would guide him along the 
paths which civilian legal experience shews are necessary to 
avoid injustice. Our correspondent meets all this by saying 
that the C.M.O. was not purposely put in a low rank, but 
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in his regiment. No doubt he generally did so. But then his 
substantive rank in his regiment, in ninety-nine cases out of 
, thousand, was that of a subaltern or captain. Our com- 
plaint is that, in such cases, he was not given the higher acting 
rank necessary to the proper performance of his duties. Such 
acting rank was cheerfully and profusely given to journalists, 
stockbrokers, and architects who did Intelligence work or 
took charge of cemeteries in the field. We cannot understand 
why it was habitually refused to the second lieutenant selected 
because of his legal ability to do C.M.O. work on a brigade 
or divisional staff. Or, rather, we think we do understand 
The C.M.O., being a lawyer, wae regarded with some sus- 
picion, as likely to prove a nuisance by insisting on civilian 
standards of evidence and justice. Therefore he was not en- 
couraged by being given any avoidable promotion. With all 
deference to our correspondent, we are convinced that our 
view represents the military psychology on the point. But 
we agree that the matter is necessarily one of opinion. 


The Independence of Court! Martial Officers. 

OUR CORRESPONDENT’S second point concerns our criticism of 
the dependent position of the C.M.O. He is on the “‘ dis- 
cipline’’ staff, subject to the Chief Discipline Officer (usually 
a D.A.A.G.), the Chief of Staff, and the G.O.C. If any one 
of those three does not approve of him or his advice, it is com- 
paratively easy to get rid of him. In the Army a G.O.C., or 
Commanding Officer, or the head of a department is ‘‘ respon- 
sible’’ for his subordinates. Therefore he is necessarily 
allowed to get rid of any he cannot trust; to force him to 
retain inefficient men and take responsibility for their mis- 
deeds would be obviously unfair. The result is that every 
subordinate is at the mercy of his chief’s good opinion. No 
doubt there is little intentional oppression. But men are very 
apt to convince themselves that a subordinate who will not 
assist them to do irregular or unjust things is inefficient or 
otherwise undesirable. The result is that they are apt to get 
rid of him, whether by reporting him unfit to hold a com- 
mission or sending him home “ on the unemployed list,” or 
getting him transferred to some job no one wants, or sending 
him back to his regiment or unit in disgrace. This is probably 
an inevitable necessity in the case of all ordinary officers 
engaged in operations or movements and quarters or on 
discipline duties. But it is neither necessary nor desirable 
in the case of C.M.O.’s, who are there to protect the common 
soldier and junior officer against the dangers of injustice due to 
We there- 
fore hold that the C.M.O. should be under nobody except 
the War Office. He should not be rendered dependent on 
his G.O.C. by being under his command and left to be the 
victim of his ‘‘ confidential report.’’ In fact, he should be 
given on his staff the status of a liaison officer, attached by one 
service to another. The liaison officer’s independence does no 
harm. If he is a nuisance, the G.O.C. to whom he is attached 
can always complain of him, but as he is not responsible for 
him his complaints are not accepted as a matter of course; 
they must be proved. Our correspondent appears to have largely 
misconceived the point of all this criticism of ours, which we 
have now expressed at greater length than in our previous 
note, but on the same lines. He imagines that we object to 
the C.M.O. being subject to the Adjutant-General’s branch 
of the Staff rather than on the General! Staff or the Quarter- 
master-General’s Staff. Really, we never suggested anything 
of the kind. The natural place for the C.M.O. is on the dis- 
cipline side, namely, attached to the D.A.A.G.’s or the 


| A.A.G.’s branch of the Staff. Our point is that he should 


be attached, not as a dependent member of that branch, but 


|as an independent agent accredited by the War Office, 1.e., 


he should have a more or less analogous status to that of a 
liaison officer. We see no impossibility in this, and we believe 
it would do no harm whatever. 


The Functions of the Court-Martial Officer. 


Bur our correspondent has a rea! point of difference with 
us when we come to the functions of the C.M.O. His view 


retained at headquarters the substantive rank he had possess! apparently is that the C.M.O, is there to do merely formal] 
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work, prepare the charges in correct form, draw up the orders 
convening and dissolving courts-martial, correct and revise the 
proceedings in accordance with the regulations and traditions 
which make erasures, initialling, red ink, and so on the 
burning questions, and render every President of a court- 
martial much more anxious to escape rebuke by getting his 
i's dotted and his t’s crossed than by doing substantial justice 
If the C.M.O. ‘‘ interferes in matters of discipline,’’ 7.¢., tries 
to check irregularities or get justice done, to do away with the 
rather high-handed methods of military superior authorities 
in their habitual dealings with court-martials, he is an officiou 
busybody who requires to be snubbed! In other words, th: 
C.M.O. is a mere lawyer-tool whio is to find convenient lega! 
methods to enable the G.O.C.s to do the things (just or 
unjust) they wish to do! 
qrthodox military view of the C.M.O.’s functions. But it cer 
tainly is not ours. We hold that the lawyer appointed a 
C.M.O. is there to see that the ‘‘ principles of natural justice 
and equity ’’’ are done throughout his sphere of work, not 
merely to see that the routine of military law is carried out 

a lawyer is not needed for the latter task. A C.M.O. ought 
to see that oppressive proceedings are not taken; that Presi 
dents of. Courts-Martial are not dictated to, directly or in- 
directly ; that members of courts-martial who acquit prisoners 
are not punished by the disgrace of being put on court after 
court “‘ for instruction only ’’; that the judge-advocate is not 
forced to aiscuss the case beforehand with the D.A.A.G., and 
other improper interferences with justice which are very apt to 
occur unless care is taken to prevent their occurrence. But 
as things stand, if he does this, he is very likely to get ‘‘ trans 
ferred elsewhere,’’ and our correspondent evidently approve 
of such disciplinary treatment meted out to the C.M.O. who 
‘‘ interferes with discipline.’’ Well, that is a possible view 
of the C.M.O.’s functions. But if it is correct, the appoint 


We are quite aware that this is the | 


| of Parliament in which such Act is passed.’’ In p 


ment of lawyers as C.M.O.s is a base betrayal of the poor | 


soldier or junior officer who imagine that the lawyer is there 
to protect them ; it seems to us a hypocrisy and a sham. But 
we do not hold this view, and we scarcely think that Mr. Justice 
Dariine’s Committee do so. 


The Merits of the Court-Martial Office: 

LASTLY, OUR correspondent assures us that the C.M.O. is 
not a poor downtrodden creature, but that his lot is superior 
to that of the officer in the trenches. Really, we never in 
tended to suggest that the C.M.O. was in any sense “‘ down- 
trodden.’’ Our point surely was that he is not given the statu 
and the independence which makes it possible for him to do 
his work fearlessly and usefully in the interests of the weak 
whom he 1s there to protect. We personally are not out to get 
better rank and status for the C.M.O. from any personal con 
sideration for him; we want it in order that his job can be 
done properly. As a matter of fact, the lawyer C.M.O. who 
was willing to take the orthodox military view of his position 
usually had an easy time. His work was very formal and not 
usually exacting—so long as he did not ‘‘ interfere with dis- 
cipline.’’ He was personally popular with superiors so long as 
he did not cross them and was always ready to lend his wits 
and his legal ingenuity to get them out of a scrape. But the 
C.M.O. ms tried to get justice done on civilian lines generally 
had a pretty rough time of it, if our information is correct 
Of course, some fortunate few had ideal generals who accepted 
the civilian standard of justice and proof. But we feel that 
even the best military men are rather apt to regard the main 
tenance of discipline  & traditional methods as more important 
than the duty suam cusque tribuendi The C.M O. is there 
to raise the military standard of justice and legality to the 
civilian level ; and he who conscientiously attempts that task ie 
not likely to be popular while the old spirit prevails 


Lawyers who have been Soldiers. 

Turyine To another subject, it is interesting to note that 
several great lawyers, famous for their love of liberty, spent 
some of their youth in the Army or Navy. Erskine is the 
classical instance. He began life as a midshipman. Then he 
became a subaltern in the Guards. It was not till he was 


eight-and-twenty that he came to the Bar. His first great 
case, it will be remembered, was the defence of Captain 
Baitiiz, Lieutenant-Governor of Greenwich Hospital, who 
was prosecuted on a charge of libelling Lord Sanpwics, the 
then First Lord of the Admiralty, by exposing the fearful 
corruption of the hospital under his régime. ERsKINE’s 
knowledge of Service conditions helped largely to win him suc- 
cess in that cause celehre Readers of Boswett will remem- 
ber how Dr. Jounson, sitting in a café, was much struck by 
the eloquence of a young Guardsman engaged in argument 
with his comrades, and sent to enquire his name; it was 
ExskineE. To this day retired officers not infrequently get 

illed at. one of the four Inns of Court, but we believe that 
they rarely obtain much practice. They start too late in life. 
But the war may alter al] that. The Temple has in it to-day 
many a young ex-officer who is seeking to enter the liste of 
the Bar. Will there be among them another Erskine? 


Commencement of Acts of Parliament. 


OnE oF the maxims of the comm«e iw is that the law takes 
no notice of the fractions of a day. As applied to the question 
of the actual time at which an Act of Parliament begins to be 
operative, this means that the Act comes into operation at the 


of the day on which the Act is assented to. So 
far as statute law in England is concerned the only provision 
on the subject seems to be contained in the Acts of Parlia- 
ment (Commencement) Act, 1793 (33 Geo. 3, ¢«. 13), whose 
full title is ‘‘ An Act to prevent Acts of Parliament from 
taking effect from a time prior t the passing thereof.’’ 
This statute abrogated the common !aw rule under which, as 
recited in the Act of 1793, ‘‘ every Act of Parliament, in 
which the commencement thereof is not directed to be from a 


pe ific time, doth commence from the first day of the session 
] 


first moment 


ice o! the old 
common law rule it was enacted that ‘‘ the Clerk of the Parlia 
ments shall indorse (in English) on every Act of Parliament 


the day, month, and year when th ume shall have 

pa sed and shall have received the Royal Assent and such 

indorsement shall be taken to be a part of such Act, and to be 

| the date of its commencement where no other commencement 

shall be there in provided P It was laid d moult T'omlir son VY 

Bullock (1879, 4 Q. B. D. 230) that the only point of time 

made material by this Act is the day of the Royal Asse nt, and 

that this is a recognition of the maxi! s to fractions of a day 
ibove referred to. But the judgment 


| holds ‘‘ except where there are conflicti: 


| to be permissible to ascertain the “ actu 





i Metior and Lusa, 
rsal rule—an Aet 
ommences, only 
vhts between sub 


JJ.) goes on to observe that the 
become law a oon as the 


ject and subject, for,the determination of which it 1s necessary 
to ascertain the actual priority And further on it is said 
that a fiction of law 
mentioned above 
of an Act This ‘ 
to be merely a strong presumption that 
culty be re butted 


by which is meant the iniversal rule °’ 
is not to prevail against th plain intent 
therefore. after all, 
n with no great diffi- 


universal rule een 


| Commencement of, Taxing Act 


j 


In THE above-cited case of Tomi/ins v. Bullock it is said 


priority '’ of events 


where ‘‘ conflicting rights between subject. and subject ’’ are 
conoerned Will then the univer I é idmit of no 
ex eption where the tights of the Crow! e col rned If a 
taxing Act is assented to at ten o’cl in the forenoon, 


mposing a tax in respect of persons dying after the passing 
of the Act and A. B. dies at eight o k—two hours before 
the Roval Assent is given—is A. B. or his estate affected by 
the Act? It is believed that the view generally taken is that 
A. B. would be within the se pe of the Act, assented to on the 
lay of his death, though at a later h than that of his actual 


death But why should a mere fiction of law be regarded 
n favour of the Crown any more than in favour of a subject, 
when the actual priority ’’ of the relevant and competing 


events can be ascertained? The case just put, of a person 
it. eicht o’clock and an Act being assented to at ten 
have arisen in the English court Such 
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a case did, however, come up for decision in Australia a few 
years ago: Ke Flavel (1916, South Aust. L. R. 47). A 
federal Act, the Estate Duty Assessment Act, 1914, im posed 
a duty on “ estates of persons dying after the commencement 


of this Att.’’ The Act was assented to after 10 a.m. on the 
2lst December, 1914 The deceased died before 8 a.m. on the 
same day he question was whether the estate of the 


deceased was liable for duty as the estate of a person who had 
died ‘‘ after the commencement of ’’ the Act. The Supreme 
Court of South Australia held that the estate was liable for 
duty, and that (following Tomlinson vy. Bullock (supra)) the 
Act came into operation on the first moment of 21st December, 
and so before the death of deceased. It is submitted that regard 
might well have been paid to the actual hours of the death and 
the Royal Assent, since these were not in doubt. notwithstand- 
ing that no competing rights between ‘‘ subject and subject ”’ 
were involved 


Commencement of Act on Particular Day. 


In Tomlinson v. Bullock and in Re Flavel the statutes under 
consideration contained no clause fixing a particular day for 
the Act to come into operation. Where there is such a clause 
the difficulty dealt with in those cases will not arise. By 
section 36 (2) of the Interpretation Act, 1889 (and there is a 


smilar enactment in Australia), where an Act “ 1s expressed 
to come into operation on a particular day, the same shall be 
construed as coming into « peration immediately on the expira- 
tion of the pre i Occasionally an enactment of this 
kind is placed in a statute where part only of the statute is 


brought into operation on a particular day, and so it might be 
doubtful whether the lh terpretation Act 1889, applied. An 


example to he ind in the Finance Act, 1894, section 24 of 
which enacts that Part I. of the Act shall come into opera- 
tion on the expiration of the first day of August, 1894,” .e., 
at the first moment of 2nd August. Where a particular day 


is thus fixed the statute law makes a hard and fast rule, and 
there is no more room for the common law maxim or fiction of 
law. 


Non-Reyistration of Documents as 
Negligence. 
THe recent case of /letche: Jubb (Times, 22nd October, 
1919) has drawn attention to the question of the liability of 
solicitors for negligence in the exercise of their professional 
employment. Actions for this sort of negligence are rare, and 
the majority of the reported cases relate to negligence in the 
conduct oO! litigation, and there are few relating to negligence 


in conveyancing. It is proposed here to make some observa- 
tions on one subject only, torming a very small part of the 
field of conveyancing—the omission to register documents that 


ought to be, or might be, registered 

There does not appear to be any reported case in England 
where a solicitor has been sued tor negligence in failing to 
register a document and thereby causing loss to his client. The 
nearest analogy is constituted by cases of omission to make 
proper sear: hes, though in //unter vy. Caldwell (1847, 10 Q. B. 
81) a solicitor (or attorney in those days) was held liable in 
damages to his client for not filing and recording a writ in 
continuance of a previous writ, so as to keep the right of action 
alive, under 2 & 3 Will. 4, c. 39, s. 10 (as to which see now 
R.8.C., ord. 8, r. 1). 

With respect to searches, the following passage occurs in 
Dart’s ‘‘ Vendors and Purchasers ’’ (7th ed., 1905), 1197. ‘A 
solicitor is said to be liable to his client for any loss occasioned 
by his omission to make any one of the searches which may by 
possibility disclose matter affecting the title, and he would 
certainly be held liable for omitting to require the official 
searches to be made.’’ Reference may also be made to 


Beven’s ‘‘ Negligence in Law”’ (3rd ed., 1908), 1192-1194. 





Among the cases cited in these two text-books is Cooper v. 





Stephenson (1852, 21 L. J. Q. B. 292). In that case a 
solicitor was employed to prepare a mortgage from his client’s 
debtor. He took some steps to inquire whether the mortgagor 
had ever been insolvent, but omitted to have a proper search 
made. It turned out that the mortgagor had been insolvent. 
The omission to have a proper search made was held to be 
evidence of negligence on the part of the solicitor for which he 
was answerable to his client. The general principle in ail such 
cases is that it is always a question of fact whether such and 
such conduct is negligence under all the circumstances, having 
regard to the usual course of practice among professional men. 

This same general principle would, it is conceived, apply to 
cases of omission to register. Some special considerations 
applicable would be the nature of the transaction—whether a 
sale and purchase or merely a temporary loan transaction— 
and the nature of the register—for instance, registration 
under the Land Transfer Acts might be more imperatively 
necessary than registration in the Middlesex deeds registry. 
So with cther registers—under the Companies Acts, Bills of 
Sale Acts. &c. In the event of registration of a document or 
transaction not being effected, and of loss thereby resulting 
to the client, it would seem that the solicitor responsible for 
the omission to register could hardly fail to be answerable in 
damages unless he could shew that registration was not a pre- 
caution that would usually under the circumstances have been 
adopted. 

In the absence of any illustration from the English reports 
it may be permissible to refer to an unreported case that 
occurred a few years ago in Jamaica: Alerander v. Simpson 
(1903). Defendant was employed by plaintiff to prepare and 
complete a mortgage over a piece of land for £35 at a high 
rate of interest—120 per cent. per annum—from the owner to 
the plaintiff. The land was registered land under a statute 
modelled on the Australian Torrens statutes, and these statutes 
contemplate registration of all mortgages. The mortgage was 
executed on 17th December, and was in the statutory form 
provided for by the registration statute. The defendant took 
no steps to register the mortgage until 27th December, and 
on applying at the registry registration was refused on the 
ground that the trustee in bankruptcy of the mortgagor 
(whose bankruptcy had taken place in 1895) had, on the 24th 
December, been registered as owner urder the provisions of the 
registration and bankruptcy statutes. The plaintiff therefore 
lost his security, and he sought to recover from the defendant 
the amount of the loan made to the mortgagor, on the footing 
of the loss having been caused by the defendant’s negligence 
in not registering the mortgage before 24th December. The 
trial judge found in favour of the plaintiff, and this was 
upheld,on appeal. The court held that the mortgage, if regis- 
tered before 24th December, would have taken priority of the 
trustee in bankruptcy, and would have been a valid first 
mortgage over the land, that the duty of the defendant was to 
register the mortgage promptly, and not wait ten days before 
attempting to do so, and that this omission to register was 
actionable negligence. Defendant was therefore held liable for 
the amount of the plaintiff’s loss. The judges differed as to 
the failure to search for bankruptcies against the mortgagor 
being also negligence. The Chief Justice thought the case was 
covered by Hunter v. Caldwell (supra). 

That, however, it is not always negligence to allow a 
mortgage-—even of registered land—to remain unregistered 
is shewn by an Australian case; see Austin v.. Austin (1905, 
3 Comm. L. R. 516). The point only arose incidentally, but it 
was said by the High Court of Australia that under the circum- 
stances disclosed there was no want of ordinary prudence in 
not having the mortgage registered. 

It is perhaps as well to point out that, in order to fix a 
solicitor with liability for failure to register a document, the 
loss suffered by the client need not have been the direct result 
of the non-registration. In other words, the defendant might 
be liable even if his conduct were not the proximate cause of 
the loss, but only contributed to it. This seems to be borne 
out by the cases of Cooper y Sephenson and Austin vy. Austin 


(supra). 
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Is an Administrator a Trustee of an 
Infant’s Share of the Intestate’s 
Estate ? 


Ir may be cause of the ready facilities of discharge afforded 
by the Trustee Act, 1893, that the question has never been 
determined, at any rate in any reported case, whether an 
administrator can, in effect, constitute himself and others 
trustees of the share of an infant next of kin in the estate 
of an intestate. Has the Court under section 25 of the 
Trustee Act, 1893, power to appoint new trustees of such 
property held for infants? I suppose the administrator does 
not wish to pay the share into Court and wishes to avoid the 
necessity of formal applications to the Court for maintenance 
Can he apply for the appointment of new trustees under 
section 25? The Court, of course, might refuse to make any 
such appointment, but suppose the Court to be prepared to 
entertain the application and to appoint new ‘rustees, has it 
the necessary jurisdiction to do so? 

It is certainly strange that no reported case deals with the 
point with any suffic ient cogency to allow of the practitioner 
deciding one way or the other. That an executor who has 
cleared the estate and holds a legacy or share of residue for 
an infant, becomes thenceforth a trustee seems tolerably clear. 
The case of Re Smith, Henderson-Roe v. Hitchens (42 Ch. 
302) would seem sufficient authority for that proposition 
That the quondam executor is a trustee within the meaning 
of section 43 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, is also clear from 
that and other cases. But there is a distinction between an 
executor and an administrator. What trusts have to be per- 
formed by an administrator who merely holds the property 
because he cannot obtain a receipt from the infant? He really 
holds the property for his own protection, because he cannot 
obtain a valid discharge 

The point may be argued with equal satisfaction on either 
side. The administrator has sworn to administer the estate 
according to law. He has given a bond to the effect that he 
will well and truly administer. He may be said to be under 
a statutory obligation to distribute. There is no complete 
distribution till he has paid over the property into the hands 
of all the next of kin, retaining, of course, his own share 
Moreover, section 25 expressly prevents the Court from 
appointing an administrator. Until the infant has received 
his share, the administrator continues to be an administrator ; 
and anyone appointed to act as trustee would only be for the 
purpose of paying over in due course the share to the infant 
on the latter’s attaining his majority. That is what the Legis- 
lature has expressly prohibited by section 25. Such are the 
arguments on the one side. 

Now let us consider the arguments on the other side. 
Kexewicns, J., in Re Adams (1906, W.N. 220) held that an 
administrator with the will annexed is a trustee within the 
meaning of section 43 of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, as regards 
the share of an infant next of kin. His lordship is reported 
to have said that any man who holds the property of an infant 
is a trustee within the meaning of that section If, then, 
the administrator can be a trustee within the meaning of 
section 43 of that Act, why is he not a trustee within the 
meaning of the Trustee Act, 1898? 
of the last-mentioned Act ‘‘ trust’’ and “‘ trustee’’ as used 
in the Act in effect apply to constructive and implied trusts 
and to the duties incident to the office of a legal personal 
representative, which, of course, includes an _ ordinary 
administrator. As to the point about the statutory obliga 
tion to distribute, this involves a consideration of the Statute 
of Distributions, which will result in this conclusion, that. far 
from there being a statutory obligation on the administrator to 
distribute, the statute relies on the efficacy of the bond to cause 
the administrator to distribute. 


judgment on record dealing with the occasion for the Statute of | 
Distributions. It 
Norra in Carter vy. 


“rauvley, in Sir T. Raymonn’s reports, 








496, and the history of the whole matter 1 set out at con- 
siderable length. In the light of that judgment the Statute 
takes on a very different aspect from that which would 
attribute to the Statute a complete and new definition of all 
the next of kin classes. For many — then past the next of 
kin classes has been cast and rec« Spiritual 
Although, no doubt, the . Act in some respects par 
f the next of kin, 


yudgment just 


onized by the 
Courts 
ticularizes as to the classes and priorities o 
yet a perusal of the Act in the light of the 


| mentioned shews that the Legislature relied on the definitions 


| and rules of the Spiritual Courts to supplement the 


provisions 
of the Statute The real effect was not primarily to define 
the classes of the next of kin, but to give the next of kin 
a title and the means of enforcing distribution on that title. 
But such enforcement was worked by an adoption of the 
bond principle, made, for the first time, a really effective 
weapon for enforcing distributions. That was done by making 
the bonds pleadable in any Court. By the Act the distribution 
was to be amongst the next of kin, and not othe ( So the 
next of kin were given a statutory title. The bonds being 
made pleadable in any Court, the bonds became effective 
weapons, for the first time Heretofore the King’s Courts 
had refused to recognize the jurisdiction of the Spiritual Courts 





Moreover, by section 50 | 


There is a highly instructive | 


is the judgment of Lord Chief Justice | 


to entertain suits for the enforcement of the bonds, and would 
even issue prohibitions against any such proceedings More- 
over, the King’s Courts refused to entertain actions on the 
bonds, because they denied to the Spiritual Courts jurisdiction 
to take the bonds. As the next of kin could not enforce the 
bonds, the administration was not effective provided for 
The courts of common law held that there was no jurisdic- 


tion at law in any Court to compel the administrator to dis- 
tribute, as a matter of law, amongst the next of kin 
From this it seems to follow that when the Statute of Di 


enables the ordinaries and judge 3 to et mpel 
's to pay the surplusage, and requires the admini 
urplusage, and —— one 


tributions 
administrator 
to distribute the whole 


trator 

moiety of the estate (in certain circumstances) ‘‘ to be allotted 
to the wife,’’ and the estat: to be distributed « unite io” 
the next of kin. and generally distributions to be as provided 
by the Act, ‘‘ and not otherwise nothing more intended 
than that these next of kin are to have as of right a share in 
the estate If this view be 1 cht, then when the administrator 
holds a share of an infant next of kin, awaitu the latter’ 
majority, there is nothing in the Statute of Distributions to 
prevent his being a trustee He is either a constructive or 
ar implied trustee, because he holds somethit helonging to 


another belonging to that other because of th Statute of 
Distributions 
Of these two « ppomng arg 


convincing 


iment the itt eems the most 


Norman Craig. 
An Appreciation. 


(CoMMUNICATED. ) 





NorMAN CraiG was called to the Ba y the S ty of the Inner 
Temple in 1892 and becam: King’s Couns in 1909 At the 
beginning of this year he was made a Bencher of his Inr 
Few men have had a larger or a finer jur pra than his 
was at the time when he applied for s t within the Bar he 
| «id not fare so we His first four years were disappointing. It 
was not until 1914 that he shewed signs of getting back into big 
| wor and then came the War, whereupon Crate, though forty-six 


Bar for mine sweep 


thing more dan 


and a Member of Parliament, abandoned the 


ing For a few weeks, until he could find som 


e had been content to drive a lorry for the War Office; but 


gerous, h ) 

in October, 1914, he re ed a as ri in R.N.R., and 

was sent away on a va re o do a littl mine-sweepir Later 
}on the Admiralty sent him Stornoway, where he became 
| Chief ot Staff to the Admiral n charge of the Yacht 
| Patrol, and when, after many months the strain and exposure 


rty-nine, he 


had proved over much for the ex-civilian « 

took a few weeks’ sick leave and then went as Naval Intelligence 
Officer to Falmouth. In the following year, when unlimited U-boat 
warfare had reduced the amount of work to be done at Falmouth 
he Hotel Cecil as Admiralty Liaison Officer with 





he was placed a 
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the Air Ministry. This post he held till the autumn of last | mitted any crime. During the argument in the M.P.’s slander 


year, when he was dispatched in a semi-official capacity to Spitz- 
bergen. From that expedition he returned in time for the General 
Election of 1918. 

More than one new client came to his chambers whilst he was 
away, but the clerk’s orders were categorical : to refuse everything 
until the War was over. Not until February of this year was 
Craic demobilised, and thus had been back at work for only a 


working month or so when, on the 14th October, four days after | 


an operation, he died from heart failure. At the time of his death 
he was briefed to appear in several actions, and had advised, o1 


wen retaimed, in a number of important commercial cases 


It is idle now to speculate on what might have happened, if he | 


had lived. AU that can be said for certain is that during his first 
five years within the Bar, something was lacking to make a suc- 
cessful Silk out of one of the most successful juniors of his day. 
Perhaps his very success as a junior handicapped him as a King’s 
Counsel Crata had been admittedly a remarkable pleader— 
some thought the best of his day. Moreover, his practice had been 
of such a kind, at any rate from 1905 to 1909, that he was 
commonly led by one King’s Counsel, and not infrequently by two; 

with you Sir Epwarp Carson and Mr. Duxe,”’ ‘‘ with you Mr. 
Rurvus Isaacs and Mr. Etpon Banxkes,”’ or some such marking, was 
what would not uncommonly appear on Crare’s brief in any case 
that was at all likely to attract public attention. In this way, 
partly because he was so good at pleading and in Chambers, and 
partly because in big cases he seldom had occasion to address the 
jury, many assumed that he was possessed of a junior’s equipment 
only. Yet in point of fact he was an extremely skilful cross- 
examiner of what he used to call the ‘‘ wheedling type,”’ and, 
though no orator, a most effective advocate: he was the plain man 
that many juries like 

Direct, sometimes almost painfully direct, he was at his best 
hefore such judges as Lord Mersey and Lord Movutton. Dancx 
werts he delighted in, whether as leader or opponent. Once in a 
case in the Court of Appeal when Danckwerts and Craig were on 
the same side, a pupil of Crara’s began to take a note of a con- 
sidered judgment that one of the Lord Justices was reading. This 
particular Lord Justice was nearing the end of a remarkable 
career, and though his mind was as vigorous as ever, his voice 
had grown a little weak. Danckwerts, with hand to ear, tried 
vainly to catch the opening words of the judgment. Then 
sbruptly turning round and darting a glance of purple wrath at 


Crate, he said Look here, my boy, either you get the old man 
on the bench to talk up, or the young fool beside you to stop scratch 
ing with a quill pen, for I'll be d d if I can listen to them 
both " Crate was delighted It was rather in his own vein 


His ready humour, so pungent in quality, enabled him to apply 
something that was really very like an ‘‘ acid test ’’ to the argu- 
ment of an opponent. In the days when he was still a junior there 
was a certain silk whose art was such that he suffered no argu 
ment, however bald by nature, to leave him wholly unadorned by 
principle. One day this bland and dangerous opponent, for whom 
Crate had the greatest admiration and affection, seemed likely to 
persuade the Court of Appeal that some directors had acted quite 
prope rly in paying themselves fees as trustees for debenture- 
holders, although the trust-deed by which they sought to justify 
their action was only in draft and had never been executed. ‘‘ Of 
course,’’ said their counsel, ‘“‘ the deed was never executed. But 
then it should have been. And as equity regards as done that 
which ought to have been done, why should the trustees not remu- 
nerate themselves as the deed requires? ’’ The Court for a moment 
seemed taken with the argument. Then Crate, leaning over to his 
leader (now, like his opponent, on the Bench), said in an audible 
whisper: “ Our learned friend has discovered a creature hitherto 
unknown to the law: a draft trustee! ”’ 

Many were the good things that Crarc was heard to say in Court 
and elsewhere, and they were all the better for being obviously un- 
prepared. One happy thrust was delivered from the bar of the 
House of Lords in the course of a case which at one time seemed 
likely to involve a verdict by a ‘* jury in Middlesex ’’ on questions 
of High Imperial Policy. CrarcG was appearing, led by the present 
Lord Chief Justice, for a Member of Parliament who had spoken 
of a certain City firm as ‘‘ thieves and swindlers.’’ The M.P. had 
justified; and had delivered particulars alleging conduct whiclr, 
whatever else might be said of it, fell manifestly short of crime. 
Some of the particulars had been struck out as irrelevant, and it 
was in the hope of establishing the relevance of what had been 
struck out that the defendant was appealing. Amongst the Lords 
sitting to hear the appeal of the M.P. who had called the plaintiff 
merchants ‘‘ thieves and swindlers '’ there sat a Law Lord who in 
the course of a then recent case had spoken of a company promoter 
* albeit the ‘‘ robber ’’ was not alleged to have com- 


‘ 


as a robber,’ 





| action it was suggested from the Woolsack that to justify the 
| words ‘‘ thieves and swindlers "’ a defendant must prove crime, fail- 
ing which no verdict in his favour on justification could be allowed 
to stand. As a matter of fact both the noble lord on the Wool- 
sack and the Law Lord already referred to were among those that 
Craic’s pupils were taught to regard as ‘‘ Daniels ’’ ; but here was 
an opportunity that neither of them could expect him to resist! 
So, as soon as he was on his feet, Crarc addressed himself to the 
suggestion from the Woolsack, and, with a sidelong glance at him 
who had called a company promoter a “ robber,’’ observed that to 
one of their lordships, at any rate, the Lord Chancellor’s dictum 
must have appeared strange and disconcerting ! 

Whilst for reasons that have already been indicated Crate 
rarely, in his later years as a junior, had océasion to address 
juries, he would not infrequently follow his leaders on points of 
law. Never traversing the ground that they had covered, his few 
sharp, short points vigorously taken, were most effective. ‘‘ They 
have had three hours of my milk and water,’’ said one of his 
leaders in a case before the House over which he was later to 
preside; ‘‘ and now I think it will be good for them to have a 
little of Crate’s brandy and soda.”’ 

Hodson v. Heuland (reported in 1896, 2 Ch. D.) seems to be the 
earliest authority that Craic appeared in; Pate v. Pate (1915, 
A. C.), argued before the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council 
by ‘“‘ Sir Erte Ricuarps, K.C., for Norman Crate, K.C., serving 
with H.M. Forces,’’ is probably the last. Between 1896 and 1915 
his name is to be found frequently in the reports in connection with 
such cases as Jones v. Hulton, Hunt v. The Star Newspaper 
Co., Cutler v. Bank of England, Hillier v. St. Bartholomew's 
Hospital, Oppenheimer v. Frazer & Wyatt. Of interlocutory 
appeals in particular he certainly had his share; White v. The 
Credit Reform, Jones v. The Great Central Railway, Digby v. The 
Financial News (Limited), Hooten v. Dalby, are familiar to every 
student of the White Book. Unfortunately—because it would have 
been a precedent probably unique since the Judicature Acts— 
there is nothing beyond a newspaper report of the interlocutory 
proceedings which led the Court of Appeal in Cadbury Bros. v 
The Standard Newspapers (Limited) to allow a plaintiff in libel 
to deliver a reply dealing with the defendant's particulars of 
justification. 

Of his pleading Craic was certainly proud; for he had been a 
pupil of Master Writes Cuirry, and regarded himself as one who 
had acquired at the source a great art that was in danger of being 
lost. Of ‘ cases,’’ Crate always professed to know nothing. “I 
know a little business,’’ he would say, ‘‘ and something of the 
general principles of law, but what is the use of having all those 
d——d books, if I’ve got to carry the cases in my head? ’’ Those 
who saw him at work knew that his knowledge of case law was fa 
from negligible, but the fact that it was not phenomenal may be 
one of the reasons why, in days when Principle was in danger 
of suffering interment beneath Authority, Crarc’s opinions were 
generally as sound as they were invariably uncompromising. 

His manner of receiving anyone who thought of becoming his 
pupil was entirely characteristic. Indicating with the inevitable 
cigarétte the rack on which he kept his papers, he would say: 
‘‘Tf you are prepared to read what you will find up there, you 
may learn something; but if you are under the impression that I 
shall teach you anything, you had very much better go elsewhere.’’ 
It is perhaps needless to say that if the applicant persisted and 
afterwards shewed any inclination for work, he found in Crate the 
most competent and original of teachers, as well as the kindest of 
friends. Two things only no pupil—and for that matter no 
** devil ’’—-was ever allowed to do: to prepare Crarc’s pleadings, 
or to smoke in his smoke-laden room! 

This is not the place to tell of, Craic’s unobtrusive but useful 
work in Parliament, or of his interest in every form of sport; 
nor can one here do justice to his very considerable attainments 
as a scholar. It must suffice that in these two last, as in other 
respects, he was well equipped to make life pleasant for himself 
and others. To the friends who mourn his loss, it is some con- 
solation to reflect that the closing year of his strenuous life was the 
happiest. He was married about a year before he died. That 
Crarc was without faults none of his friends would say, for they 
know how all that smacked of false sentiment displeased him. But 
all who knew him will remember Norman CratG for what he really 
was—h fearless, outspoken, high-minded man, whose friendship 
was a privilege, and whose memory will be an inspiration. 


H. C. M. 








George Smith, nineteen, and Henry Robins, twenty-four, engineers 
were sentenced at Wood Green Police Court on Saturday to three months’ 
imprisonment on a charge of receiving a motor-bicycle, valued at £70 
which had been stolea from a garage at Palmer's € 
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George Newman & Co. (1895, 1 Ch. 674), and, in particular, the passage 
on p. 685, is inconsistent with the suggestion that his language in the 
earlier case is capable of the interpretation sought to be put upon it by 
the plaintiff The defendant company has, therefore, proved a freehold 
title to the land and the easements granted therewith rhis brings me 
to the construction of the yvrant It is a grant to the grantees, thei 
heirs and assigns, and their servants, customers and workmen, of full 
liberty for all purposes to pass and repass along and over the said road 


and bridge toll free. The question is whether the grant extends to 
licensees, or ie it mited to the classes of persons specific ly mentioned 
Does the addition of the yrds servants, customers and workmen, 


rantee, his heirs and assigns, as to exclude 
licensees of the grantee from using the way tor the purpose ol approach 
ing and leaving the dominant tenement The question must, I think, 
be framed in this w ; 


#o restrict the grant to the 


manner, as there is authority for saying that a grant 
to “A. B., his heirs and assicer would include A. B.'s licensees (see 
Metcalfe Westaway, 3A L. J. C. P. 113), and the added rds must 
therefore, either operate by way of restriction. or be surplusage \ 


perusal of the precedents in the text-books discloses a great variety i 
the selection of the words added to the usual words of limitation, and 
it is not difficult to suggest instances in which many of these precedents 
fall short of giving tl! . r 


grantee all that is reasonably requisite for the 


enjoyment of the dominant tenement if the added words are to be 
ccnstrued as restrictive and definitive of the persons entitled to pass 
to and fro « r the servient to the dominant tenement sarties may 
ot course, so frame the int to demonstrate their intention that it is 
to be limited iy t application t par r object but vnen the 
grant is in general t« s, and there ar n reumstances, and nothing 
m the grant itself ficient to point ! posite direction I think 


the proper inference is that the words are not intended to be read as 


exhaustive, but rather as illustrative fF othe dividuals entitled to 
use the Vay After a t grant is appurtenant to the dominant tense 
ment, and zht to be ao construed as to secure to the grantee all that 
is necessary f t reasonable enjoyment of the dominant tenement 
and I think t / ndat Vorth Lambeth J 1 (lub 
(1902. 2 Ch. 427) is a sufficient authority for this proy t I hold 
therefore, that platntill not ent 1 to the declarati he « ms 
and I dismiss the actior th costs.—Counset, Coarthope Wilson, K.C 
and Paden Fu Vaugh K.C ind Ashu th James SOLICITORS 
Torr & Co., for Fe ‘ ( Ferner, Great Yar th; Tam) Paylor 
& Joseph, for G ‘ i bk, & Prentice, Ipswich 
R 1 by 8. E. Wittisams, Barrister-at-Law 


. ~ > dl ‘ ™ . ——~ . 
High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
REX v. MANCHESTER PROFITEERING COMMITTEE. £2 part 

LANCASHIRE aND YORKSHIRE RAILWAY CO. Div. Cuvurt 

lat December 
REsTAv 


PROFITRERING COMMITTER— JURISDICTION ARTICLE SALE 


RANT Meal Ornver To Cook aND Suppty Savusaces—‘* Reapy 
Cooked or Preparep Foov Prorireerine Act, 1919 (9 & 10 Geo 
5, c. 66), s. 1—Orper or Boarp or ‘I Rape, 1919, Scuep. II 


1 party of people gave an order in a restaurant for the cooking and 
supply of sausages, as well aa the supply of other items of food specific 
ally mentioned in the Schedule to the Profiteering Act, 1919 The bill 
waa made out a parately charging the various articlea supplied, and the 
ere harge > @& ide a 


party, considering they were ympdaint to a 


Propte eriny Committee. 

Held, that there had been a sale of aome articles apecifically mentioned 
in the achedule, and of the sausages u hich came under the de scription. of 
‘ready cooked prepared food,’ and this was su fficie nt to give the 
Committee jurisdiction to entertain the ec ym plaint, although all the 


articles supplied might not come within the achedule. 


Rule nisi for prohibition to the Manchester Profiteering Committee 
The Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Co. have a restaurant, or first 


class refreshment and agri room, in nnection with their Victoria 
Station, Manchester, which belongs to that company. In October, 1919, 
a party of four people went to this refreshment and grill room Chey 
gave an rder t the waiter tor it meal which consisted of seven 
sausages ipped potatoes, four pie f dry bread, half a dozen small 
cakes, and a pot of tea This order the siter passed on to the cooks, 
who pecially ¢ ked ; | prepared the me | thus ordered by and for 
the party No part of t food suy d ready cooked, with the 
exception of the br 1 and t ik h were ready cooked or 
baked The « ‘ e mad lor this meal Lé ld wid it w made 
up of the f ' items, wh et dow the bil Grill, 6s 
vevetabl 2 Vi t l Md. s « ese } ; afternoon tea, Zs \ com 
plant ws mad t the Mar ter Profiteer Committee that the 
cha for this me , ‘ j ( ittes erved " 
upon the railway company to appear before them to answer the con’ 
plaint he company thereupon applied for a rule nisi directed to the 
Committee to prohibit the Committee from proceeding with the hear 
ing of the mplaint n tl rround that the art es mentioned in t} 
complaint having been served to the mplainants did not, as a 
whole. come within Schedule IT. of the Order of the Board of Trade 
dated 11th September, 1919, while the x small cakes were not separ 
ately c mplained t The Profiteering Act 1919, s 3 sub-sect on 1 
pr ywides that the Board of Trad ill have power, in respect of any 





article to which the Act applies, (b) to receive and investigate com- 
plaints that a profit is being made or has been, since the passing of the 
Act, made or sought on the sale of articles which is, in view 
of all the circumstances, unreasonable. On any such complaint they 
may, after giving the parties an opportunity of being heard, either dis 
miss the complaint, or (i.) declare the price which would yield a reason- 
able profit; and (ii.) require the seller to repay to the complainant any 
amount paid by him in excess of such price. Section 2 authorizes the 
Soard of Trade to delegate their powers to local committees. An Order 
if the Board of Trade dated 11th September, 1919, applied the Profiteer 
ing Act to various articles and classes of enumerated articles 3y the 
second schedule of this Order a number of articles of food were brought 
vithin the Act, as well as ‘‘ ready cooked or prepared food,” and ‘* fresh 
vegetables (except onions)."” On the argument on the rule nisi it was 
contended for the Committee that the charge was not for a meal as a 


vhole, but for a number of articles separately supplied, and these 
articles were within the Act, therefore prohibition would not lie, even 
though others of the articles were not within the Act. The railway 
company contended that the charge of 12s. 1d. was for the meal as a 
vhole, and that an order to cook and supply sausages and potatoes was 
not a sale of those articles. Sausages were not mentioned in the sche- 
of ‘‘ ready cooked or prepared food,’’ and sausages 
were not st sd, as ‘‘ ready cooked or prepared food ’’ meant food 
that had been previously cooked, and then offered for sale so cooked 
Earl of Reaptne, C.J., said that the application to the Court for the 
rule nisi was made on the ground that the subject matter of the com 
plaint, as being a whole, did not come within the schedule of the Order 
joard of Trade. In other words, it was said that serving a 
order of*a person was not selling to that person the articles 


dule which 





ft it the meal consisted within the meaning of the Profiteering 
Act, and the schedule of the Order; and therefore that the Committee 
had jurisdict to consider the complaints. But, at any rate, if the 
rt vere looked at irately, the cakes came within the schedule 

the Order, and therefore some articles were supplied which came 





‘ t ‘ n of the Committee. The argument on behalf of 
the applicant was that the’Court must not look at the articles mentioned 
in the Schedule vhich went to supply the meal; but that once 
there was a meal supplied at a restaurant, the Profiteering Committee 

ld have no jurisdiction to entertain a complaint as regards the meal 
\ further argument for the icant was that the giving of an order 
n a restaurant to cook a particular article of food took the matter out 
Committee, even though that 





cognisance of the Profiteering 


irticle in its raw state was included in the schedule. In Rez v. Bir 
” j/ l ilee gq Committea the Court had recently decided [24th 
N r; this e | not vet been reported] that there was nothing 


to justify the contention that the Act and Order were not intended to 
sale of articles of food in a restaurant for consumption on 

If Parliament had so intended, it could easily have said 
so in terms; and we cannot hold that the fact that an article is sold in 
a restaurant ousts the jurisdiction of the Committee. In his lordship’s 
opinion, what took place in the present case was not the sale of a meal, 
but the sale of the articles which made up a meal, although a single 
charge was made for what was supplied. It was for the vendor to shew 
iow the charge was made up The main article in the bill was the 
and they, in his opinion, fell within the specification in the 
schedule of ‘‘ ready cooked or prepared food.’ It made no difference, 
in his view, whether a person bought food ready cooked in a slfop, or 
whether he went into a shop or restaurant and, not finding the food 
ready cooked, or not cooked in the way he liked, gave an order for it 
to be cooked. The,words ‘‘ ready cooked or prepared food ’’ were of 
very wide application, and covered the present case. The sausages, 
therefore, came within the schedule, and these were articles amounting 
to the cost of 7s. 9d. out of the 12s. 1d. which were within the schedule. 
The Court had already held that the making up of a bottle of medicine 
from a prescription and charging for it to the person for whom it was 
made up was the sale of an article to him. Once it was established that 
there was jurisdiction in the Committee, the Court would not prohibit it 
from proceeding with a complaint merely because one or two articles were 
itside the jurisdiction of the Committee 

Sankey and Sarrer, JJ., concurred.—Counser, Barrington Ward, 
K.C., and du Pareq, for the Committee; Slesser, for the complainant ; 
Pranson, for the Board of Trade. Sotrrcrrors, Woodcock, Ryland. 4 
Parker, for A. de C. Parmitter, Manchester; Kenneth Brown, Raker, 4 
Raker; Austin & Austin, for 7. Hudson, Manchester; Solicitor to Board 
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to the assessment of damages, although evidence of the co-respondent’s | WILSON v. WILSON (King’s Proctor shewing Cause). Sir H. Duke, P. 
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ATHERTONS 


LIMITED 
63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 
th st nT A Se ee I A 





prices there shall be added the ords ‘ pro- 
retary of State for the Home 

Orders to t same effect 
Boo yl “of Trade for Great Br lain, and 
Order of the Board of Trade 


words * maximum 
led that the approval of the Se 

Departane wt shall 

r Onde 


Lil not be necessary for any 
mad by Une 
1 durat 


to euch time as the 


rds ‘on summary viction ” all be added 
a High Bailiff or two justices 
10) and in Section 3 for the words ‘‘ United K 

be substituted the f Man.’’ 

2) (a) the following proviso sha] be substituted 
shall be laid before Tynwald 
and if a resolution of Ty 


Tynwald 


; 
nas been laid before 


words ‘“* Isle « 
ilation so made 

made. 
* neXt slll g ol ne sitting 
ald dis 
ed, bu 


reviouriy done 


Tynw 
same shall be annu 
d ty of anything | 
ill not ipply to the Is f Man. 
la ‘‘t int not exceeding 
| be omitted, and for the word “ 
tted the w rd “* Tynwald 
* Exe heqpuer > +) ere shal 
nue of the Isle pf Mar 
tuted the f 
n force so long as the Profit 


ein the United Kingdom 


»a imo 


be subst 


ind no | 


ADE REVOCATION ORDER 
tion 2 of the Customs (1 
or Order 
ind Re 
rder made |} 
Board of Trad 
2 of the 
Proclamation made 
1900, whether the Pr 
Act 
exists, by an 
dation of 


Customs (Exporta 
inder #&¢ 
may 
ing of the 


if 


now m 
Wal 


recomme! 


10th day of May, 1917 
ind Inland Revenue Act, 
Arms Act, 1900, and section 
Act. 1914, tl 


irticles to certain or all 


ribitio exportation 


erta destina 
nd where by bsequent Ord f un a vy the Pr 
1918 


ded 


ctively tl 
1919, t! 
certain particulars 


ve there 


umatior 
the 19h dar 
aided to 
And 
m from the Board of 
That th Pro nat 
amended and added to by 
Proc! 
the 12th day of 
the following 


same 


was this dav reas Board a 
Trade to the following effect 

I dated the 10th day f 1917, as 
Orders of Council and by 

lay of December. 1918, and 
further ded by making 
sched rhe to the 


wh T recommenaa 


subsequent 
18th 
1919, should be 
addition to 


mations dated respectively 
March, 


amendment in 


ame? 
and the 


That the f llowing heading hould be deleted 
(4) Barley and barley meal 

(2) That the following heading should be 
(a) Barlev. barley flour and 


therefore, their lordships 


added 
harley ] 


having 


mea 


Now taken the said recom- 





mendat 
orderec 

Wher 
and al! 
govern 


Whe 
Novem 
to mak: 
under | 
the pul 

And 
Realm 
ment) | 
other « 

And 
subsequ 

And 
in man 

Now, 
His Pri 
ing am 

1. In 
mittee ’ 
mittee.’ 

2. In 
occur tl 
the def 
substitu 


rea! 
fore 
mit 
pre. 
is 1 


act 


Pursu 
Commis 
the pro’ 
underme 
Kingdor 


(192 
The I 
Trustee: 


1900, Se 


N 
Where 
Novemb 
make re 
under tl 
the publ 
And vy 
Realm (. 
{No. 2) 
enactmel 
And 
subseg ue 
And 
manner | 
Now 2 
His Priv 
smendme 
Regula 


AY her e 
Yention f 
Was duly 
More esp 

And w 
Make suc 
hecessary 
the Safe 
Was pass 
“The M 

And y 
provided 


oom - 





Dec. 135 1919 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. [Vol. 64.] 135 _ 











ieee 
mendation into consideration, are pleased to order, and it is hereby 
erdered, that the same be approved. 

Whereof the Commissioners of His Majesty's Customs and Excise, 
and all other persons whom it may concern, are to take notice and 
govern themselves accordingly 


ORDER IN COUNCIL 


Whereas by an Order in Council, dated the twenty-eighth day of 
November, nineteen hundred and fourteen, His Majesty was pleased 
to make regulations (called the ‘*‘ Defence of the Realm Regulations 
under the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, for secur 
the public safety and the defence of the realm 

And whereas the said Act has been amended by the Defence of 
Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, the Defence of the Realm (Amend 
ment) (No. 2) Act, 1915, and the Munitions of War Act, 1915, a1 
other enactments : 

And whereas the said regulations have been amended by variou 
subsequent Orders in Council 

And whereas it is expedient further to amend the 
in manner hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and with the advice ot 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered, that the follow 
ing amendments be made in the said regulations 

1. In regulation 5a for the words ‘ Road 
mittee ’’ there shall be substituted the words 
mittee.”’ 

2. In regulation 184 for the words wherever they 
occur there shall be substituted the words “ foreign avent,”’ and f 
the definition of ‘“‘enemy agent’ the following definitién shall be 
substituted : 

*** foreign agent’ includes any person who is or has been ot 
reasonably suspected of being or having been employed by 
foreign power either directly or indirectly for the purpose of com 
mitting an act, either withia or without the United Kingdon 
prejudicial to the safety or interests of the State, or who has o: 
is reasonably suspected of having, either within or without th 
United Kingdom, committed or attempted to commit 
act in the interests of a foreign power.” 

25th Nevember. (Gazette 
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NOTICE, 
COLONIAL STOCK ACT, 1900 (63 & 64 VICT. c. 
Addition to List of Stocks under Section 2. 

Pursuant to Section 2 of the Colonial Stock Act, 1900, tl Lord 
Commissioners of His Majesty’s Treasury hereby give notice, that 
the provisions of the Act have been. complied with in respect of tl 
undermentioned Stock, registered United 
Kingdom :— 

New South 
(1924-34) 

The restrictions mentioned in Section 2 
Trustees Act, 1893 apply to the above 
1900, Section 2) 


} 


inscribed Tv the 


Wales Covernment 5! per Cent scribed St ch 


Stock 


NEW DEFENCE OF THE REALM REGULATIONS 

Whereas by an Order in Council, dated the twenty-eighth day o! 
November, nineteen hundred and fourteen, His Majesty was pleased to 
make regulations (called the ‘‘ Defence of the Realm Regulations 
under the Defence of the Realm Consolidation Act, 1914, tor securin 
the public safety and the defeuce of the realm : 

And whereas the said Act has been amended by the Defence of the 
Realm (Amendment) Act, 1915, the Defence of the Realm (Amendment 
(No. 2) Act, 1915, and the Munitions of War Act, 1915, and cthe 
enactments : 

And whereas the said regulations have been amended by 
subsequent Orders in Council 

And whereas it is expedient further to amend the said 
manner hereinafter appearing : 

Now, therefore, His Majesty is pleased, by and \ 
His Privy Council, to order, and it is hereby ordered. t 
smendments be made in the said regulations : 
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Ministry of Food Orders. 
rHE BRITISH CHEESE ORDER, 1917 
Notice. 
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! r cheese ribed by the Notices weved unc e above Order 
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Mutton or Lamb shal! be 2d. per Ib. less than the maximum retail price 
applicable in the case of euch joint or cut under the Notice dated the 
bth October, 1919, issued under the above-mentioned Orders. 

8th November 


ORDER AMENDING THE MEAT (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 
1917. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders that the Meat (Maximum Prices) 
Order, 1917, as amended (hereinafter called the Principal Order) shall 
be amended as follows 

The Schedule to this Order shall, on and after 10th November, 1919, 
be substituted as respects Great Britain for the Schedule to the Princtpal 
Order, set out in the amending Order dated 6th October, 1919. 

8th November 

SCHEDULE OF 


Maximum Wuorrsate Meat Prices 


The price in each case is per stone of 8 lbs 
Beef. Matton & Lamb.| Pork. Veal. 
Home | Im Home Im- | Home Im- Home Im 


killed. | ported. | killed. ported. | killed. ported. | killed. | ported. 





Carcase. Hindqrs.|Carcase, Carcase./Carcase. Carcase. Carease. Carcase 








s. d. : & s. ad, s. d, s d a. d. s. a. s, d 
0 0 9 0 10 6 7 0 10 8 9 6 7 Oo 5 10 
Foreyrs. | 
7 v 
Note In ascertaining weights, the offals are to be excluded. In the 
case of pork, other than imported pork, the maximum rate of 10s 8d 


per etone is applicable if the offals are not included in the sale, and the 
maximum rate ehall be 6d. higher if the offale are included in the sale 
In each case the weight of the offals shall be excluded in ascertaining 
the weight of the carcase. 


ORDER AMEN DING THE SUGAR ORDER (IRELAND), 1917. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders that the Sugar Order (Ireland), 1917 
hereinafter called the Principal Order), shall be amended as follows : 

1, In Clause 21 of the Principal Order there shall be inserted immedi 
ately after the words “ subject to such conditions as the Food Con- 
troller ’’ the words “ or the Department of Agriculture and Technical 
Instruction for Ireland.”’ 

2. Copies of the Principal Order hereafter to be printed under the 
authority of His Majesty's Stationery Office shall be printed with the 
amendment provided for by this Order, and the Principal Order shall, 
on and after the 14th November, 1919, be read and take effect as hereby 
amended. : 

14th November. 


THE MILK (USE OF CHURNS) ORDER, 1919 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other pewers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders that except under the authority of 
the Food Controller the following Regulations shall be observed by all 
persons concerned : 

1. A producer of or dealer in milk shall not, after the 25th November, 
1919, use or permit to be used, any milk churn which belongs to any 
person other than himself for any purpose except for the collection or 
delivery of milk 

2. A producer of or dealer in mi!k shall not, after the 2nd December, 
1919, use any milk churn which belongs to any person other than himself 
for the collection of milk from or delivery of milk to any person other 
than the person to whom the churn belongs or keep in his possession any 
such milk churn except in either case with the consent of the person to 
whom the churn belongs 

A person shall not obliterate, deface. cover or alter any mark or 
name on any milk churn except with the consent of the person to whom 
the churn belongs 

4. For the purposes of this Order, the expression 
include any part of a milk churn 

5. The Milk Distribution (Emergency) Order. 1919. shall be revoked 
as on the 2nd December, 1919, but without prejudice to any proceedings 
in respect of any contravention thereof 

6. Infringements of this Orde: 
Defence of the Realm Regulations . 

7. (a) This Order may be cited as the Milk (Use of Churns) Order 
1919, and shall come into force on the 25th November. 1919 

(6) This Order shall not apply to Ireland 
18th November. 


Milk churn ” shall 
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THE DRIED FRUITS (RESTRICTION) ORDER, 1919 
General Licence. 
Until further notice the provisions of the above Order shall not apply 
to dried fruits of the varieties mentioned in the Schedule hereto. 
14th November 


LAW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED, 
No. 15, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1863. 

Capital Stock ... eee ‘ne £400,000 
Debenture Stock one on on die £331,130 
REVERSIONS PURCHASED. ADVANCES MADE THEREON, 
Forms of Proposal and full information can be obtained at the Society's Office. 

G. H, MAYNE, Secretary, 


- ore on“ 








The Schedule. 


Dried Prunes and Plums. 
Dried Peaches and Nectarines. 
Dried Apricots. 

Dried Pears. 

Dried Apples and Apple Rings 





THE INTOXICATING LIQUOR (OUTPUT AND DELIVERY) 
ORDER, 1917. 
Notice of Revocation. 


In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations [S.R. & O., Nos. 270 and 1213 of 1917, No. 600 of 
1918, and No. 222 of 1919] and of all other powers enabling him in that 
behalf, the Food Controller hereby revokes as from 19th November, 
1919, the Intoxicating Liquor (Output and Delivery) Order, 1917, as 
amended, but without prejudice to any proceedings in respect of any 
contravention thereof. 

17th November. 


THE MEAT (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 1917. 

Directions relating to Cuts of Home-killed Beef and Mutton in Scotland. 

The Food Controller hereby directs pursuant to Clause 1 (6) of Part 1 
of the Meat (Maximum Prices) Order, 1917, that on and after the 19th 
November, 1919, until further notice, the maximum wholesale prices 
for the various cuts of home-killed beef and home-killed mutton men- 
tioned in the Schedule shall in Scotland be at the rates specified in the 
Schedule, and the Direction under the above Order dated 6th May, 
1919, relating to wholesale prices in Scotland [S.R. & O., No. 542 of 
1919], is hereby revoked ag on 19th November, 1919, but without pre- 
judice to any proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 

19th November. 


Schedule. 
Prices in all cases per stone of 8 lbs.) 
Home-killed Beef. 


s. d. 
Brisket on , on «a Fe 
Shoulder ‘ == — 2 
Forequarter ie a 
Buttock . , ove ~~ a. 
Sirloin and Pope’s Eye -_ ne ll 8 
Flank vod ‘ ees ol ine an rn 
Hindquarter ~_ one oe . 10 8 
Hindquarter (without Flank)... ‘ a © 

Home-killed Mutton. 

8. d. 
Forequarters 10 4 
Hindquarters ... we ood ico ae © 
Hindguarters (without Flanks) nt — 
Forequarters and Flanks .. 10 0 


Note.—All beef to be cut imported fashion, i.c., quartered between 
the 10th and 11th ribs, following the rib straight along. The fore 
quarter to be cut into two portions across the mbs in a straight line 
terminating at the ball and socket joint between the marrow-bone an 
the shoulder blade—the cut to begin about eight inches along the mb 
from the chine bone and dividing the forequarter into almost equal parts. 

(i) The cut containing the brisket shall be known as the brisket 
(ii) The cut containing the shoulder shall be known as the shouldet. 

The hindquarter to be cut into three portions in the following 
manner :— 

In a straight line across, below the buttock, cutting through the ball 
and socket joint and terminating about three inches below the tai! root, 
the remaining portion into two pieces by cutting in a straight line acrom 
the ribs terminating at a point about eight inches along the rib from 
the chine bone. 

(i) The buttock portion shall be known as the buttock. 
(ii) The loin portion shall be known as the sirloin and pope's ¢y@ 
(iii) The flank portion shall be known as the flank. 

The forequarters of sheep to be cut off between the sixth and seventh 
ribs, counting from the neck, following the ribs straight along. 

The flanks to be cut off in the usual trade manner. 
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FHE MEAT (MAXIMUM PRICES) ORDER, 1917. 
Notice. 

The Food Controller hereby directs, pursuant to Clause 1 (6) of Part 
1. of the above Order, that the maximum wholesale prices in England 
and Wales of the various cuts of imported mutton and lamb (cut after 
grival in the United Kingdom) mentioned in the Schedule to the Notice 
issued under the above Order, dated the 13th October, 1919 [S.R. & O., 
No. 1456 of 1919], shall on and after the 24th November, 1919, in each 
ease be 1s. 6d. per stone of 8 lbs. Jess than the price mentioned in the 
gid Schedule. 

19th November. 


THE MILK (WINTER PRICES) ORDER, 1919 
Revocation of General Licence. 

In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations [S.R. & O., No. 1392 of 1919} and of all other powers 
q@abling him in that behalf, the Food Controller hereby revokes, as on 
the 25th November, 1919, the General Licence, dated 6th October, 1919, 
relating to the use of milk cans, milk churns and milk bottles 

19%h November 


ORDER AMENDING THE EDIBLE OFFALS ((MAXIMUM 
PRICES) ORDER, 1918 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby orders that the Edible Offals (Maximum 
Prices) Order, 1918, as amended (hereinafter called the Principal Order) 
shall be amended as follows :— 

1. On and after the 2Isi November, 1919, the Principal Order 
sfall, as regards calves’ offal, have effect as if the Notice of Revoca 
tion dated 29th May, 1919 [S.R. & O., No. 657 of 1919], had never 
been issued. 

2. The item ‘“‘ Kidney Knobs ”’ shall be omitted from the Second 
Schedule to the Principal Order as amended by the Order dated 
5th July, 1919 ([S.R. & O., No. 836 of 1919] 

2ist November. 
NOTICE OF REVOCATION 
In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as from 21st November, 1919, the 
Orders specified in the Schedule hereto, but without prejudice to any 
proceedings in respect of any contravention thereof. 
2lst November. 
The 


8. R. & O. Nos. 104 
of 1918 and 33 of 


1919. 
8. R. & O. No. 1643 


of 1918. 


Schedule. 
The Canned Meats (Requisition) 
Order, 1918 


The Canned Meats (Distribution) 
Order, 1918 


Societies. 


City of London Solicitors’ Company. 
ANNUAL BANQUET 
The annual banquet of the City of London Solicitors’ Company was 
held at the Hall of the Grocers’ Company, Princes-street, on Thursday, 
the 4th inst., the Master, Mr. G. L. F. McNair, taking the chair. A 
large and distinguished company sat down. The guests included the 
lord Mayor, the Lord Chancellor, the Ambassador of the United States 
of America, the Attorney-General, Viscount Finlay, the Master of the 
Rolls, the Solicitor-General, Mr. Justice Eve, Mr. Justice Bailhache, 
Mr. Justice Hill, Mr. Justice Peterson, Mr. Justice Younger, Mr. Justice 
Astbury, the Common Serjeant, Sir Claud Schuster, Mr. Ian Macpher 
son, K.C., M.P. (Chief Secretary for Ireland), Mr. R. A. Wright, K.C., 
Sir Patrick Rose-Innes, K.C., M.P., Mr. Douglas Hogg, K.C., Mr. 
Patrick Hastings, K.C., Mr. F. D. MacKinnon, K.C., Mr. C. R. Dunlop, 
KC., the Hon. Sir Frank Russell, Mr. W. Arthur Sharpe (President), 
Mr. E. R. Cook (Secretary, Law Society), Mr. Samuel Garrett, Mr 
John C. Holmes (Past Master), Sir William J. Crump (Past Master), 
Sir Thomas D. Berridge (Past Master), Mr. George Cosens (Past 
Master), Mr. Harry Knox, Mr. A. C. Stanley Jones, C.C., Mr. Douglas 
A. Howden, Mr. P. D. Botterell, Mr. A. R. Dearman, Mr. J. R. Pake 
man, C.B.E., C.C., Mr. R. S. Fraser, and Mr. G Stanley Pott (mem 
bers of the court), Mr. Sydney C. Scott (Senior Warden), Mr. T. H 
Wrensted (Junior Warden), and Mr. Hugh D. P. Francis, M.C. (Clerk 
The loyal toasts having been given from the chair, 
Mr. 5. C. Scorr (Senior Warden) submitted the health of “‘ The Im 
Perial Forces of the Crown,” speaking of the great part which had been 
ed in the war by the members of both branches of the profession 
took the opportunity of welcoming back Mr. Hugh D. P. Francis, 
Clerk of the company, who joined up at the beginning of the war, 
had served in Egypt, Palestine and other parts, and in France. 
General the Lord Hoans, K.C.B., K.C.M.G., returned thanks. 
i Master gave the health of ‘‘ The Lord Mayor, the Sheriffs and 
Corporation.” He expressed his great regret that Sir Homewood 
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THE BEST 


INVESTMENT 





Actual Result of a Sun Life 
of Canada 20-Year Invest- 
ment Policy Matured in 1919. 





No. 59080 on life of Mr. H. H. itbdeksssenanenes 

Age at Entry, 31. 

Annual Deposit for 20 years only, or ceasing at previous 
death ... " it see ven £50 19s, Od. 

Sum GUARANTEED, £1,000 payable at end of 20 years or at previous 

death. In event of death, Company turther guarantees to return 

one-half of ali deposits paid, in addition to £1,000 Sum Assured. 


RESULT. 
20 years the following options were given to Investor ; 
£1,000 
385 


At end of 
Option 1. Withdraw in cash sum guaranteed ... o- 
Withdraw in cash Protits added ose 


Total Cash eco ~ - £1,385 
Option 2. Take a policy payable at 

further deposits being required 
Uption 3. Take an annuity tor life of 
Uption 4. Withdraw in Cash 

and still have policy payable 

in profits each 5 years ses one - £1,000 
Taking the Cash settlement of £1,385, the Investor received from 
the Company £366 more than he had deposited, and im addition free 
Insurance tor amounts increasing from £1,025 9s. 6d. in event of death 
in first year to £1,509 10s. in event of death in 20th year. (Sum 
Guaranteed ef £1,000 and half annual deposits made.) 

SAVING OF INCOME TAX. 

An abatement of Income Tax is allowed by the Government on the 
annual deposit made for these policies, Had the abatement allow- 
ance of Income Tax during the period of this policy been the same as at 
present, Mr. H. H. would have saved £7 10s. annually, which would 
have been equivalent to reducing his annual deposit to £43 ¥s. Or to 
put it in another way, in 20 years he would have saved in Income Tax 
£150, Add this te his Cash Profit of £366, and it makes a total 
profit of £516 on the investment and free insurance into the bargain. 
age and for apy amount on application to 
Sun Life ef Canada, Canada House, Norfolk 


death without any 
P eee on ~~ £2,630 
-— perannum £112 
£812 


at death which participates 


Full details at any 
J. F. Junkin (Manager), 
Street, London, W.. 2 
The Sun Life of Canada specialises in Annuities, 
£20, 000,000, 


Assets over 





Crawford, the first Master of the company, who was to have proposed 
the toast of the ‘* Legal Profession,’’ was not able to be present on 
illness He read a telegram from Sir Homewood sending 


account of 
and he proposed to telegraph to him a message to the 


his best wishes, 
effect that they missed him very much 

The Lornp Mayor having responded, 

Tuomas O. H. Berriper (Past Master), in the absence of Sir 
Homewood Crawford, proposed the toast of ‘* The Legal Profession,” 
coupled with the health of the Lord Chancellor and the President of 
the Law Society In the course of his remarks he urged that the 
company was doing good and useful service. It was not acting in oppo- 
sition to the Law Society, but in co-operation with it. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR returned thanks. He said that all of them 
that a distinguished member of the other branch of the 
no barrister, so far as he knew, had ever spoken of it as 
the lower branch—who would have proposed the toast, had been pre 
vented by ill-health from being present Sir Homewood Crawford 
would receive the news of their regret, which was general, and which 
was shared by both branches of the profession His substitute had 
played his part extremely well. They would indeed be foolish if they 
ignored the extraordinary prejudice which the uninstructed world held 


and always had held They might 


Sir 


must regret 
proltession 


legal protession 


towards all the 
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take the booka of fiction, they might take the works of dramatists, they 
might take even some of more distorted versions of the better-known 
pages of history, and they would find throughout an extraordinary 
failure to appreciate the most elementary facts in the contribution which 
the legal profession had made to the history of the world and the 
advancement of civilization. One was tempted to apply to this the 
attitude of the doctor who wus asked to go to the man who had spent 
all his life in profane language at the « xpense of doctors, and who up 
till that moment having enjoyed good health, suddenly discovered him 
welf to be extremely il! Chey could afford as a profession to survey 
with indifferent coutempt the ignorance of those who thought it worth 
their while to abuse them, because while they abused them the pro 
fession was ruling the world. The country had just been engaged in a 
period, the most terrible, the most te sting in w hich the world had ever 
lived, which had endured for almost five years. It was a period of all 
other periods, one would have thought, the least likely to bring to the 
front members of the profession, the least likely, when one considered 
the special gifts to which they might claim to call attention, and to 
emphasise the merits of their profession. How did they emerge as a 
profession all the world over from the world war? 
place, the brilliant youth of the profession, of the solicitors’ and the 
barristers’ branches, and that there was none which responded to the 
more than immediate impulse of gallantry and self-sacrifice to the 
Colours than the young men of the legal profession, and the very 
contrast between the arts of the law and the profession of the soldier 
illustrated the reality and the extent of the contribution which was made 
by the lawyers to this great war 
leges silent was meant to illustrate the profound difference between the 
profession of the law and that of arms. If he were asked the question 
on what number of young men of the profession the Military 
Service Act, the Conscription Act had operated, he could 
answer that there was no profession in the whole world that 
had so little to fear from any scrutiny in that 
the profession to which those whom he was addressing belonged 
He would not give them even the most hurried summary of the superb 
contribution that was made by the young men of the profession to the 
common call which all over the world organised the forces of civilisa 
tion, but he could say that there profession in the world which 
had fewer young men on whom the Conserption Acts became opera 
tive when first those Acts became law 

pessimism in the, cirewnstances of to-day 
countries 











Vas no 


. but if on 
certainly in the enémy ce untry—there would be found every 
where, or nearly everywhere, a belief that it must be the fact that Great 
Britain inspired the war, because nobody but Great Britain had gained 
anything by it. Referring to the criticisms whic) ere passed 
the Government, such as that we were governed by f ols. or rt gues, or 
traitors in the years that had passed, he said that, w! he noticed the 
comparisons which were invariably directed to the heads of this country 
as between the Statecraft of those responsible for the policy of the 
country in those five years, he remembered that the first Prime Minister 
was a distinguished member of the barrister branch of the profession, 
and the second Prime Minister a distinguished member of the solicitor 
branch, and when people in England assailed the profession and assailed 
the Governments which carried on the war. it might be true 
know—that the editor of the Daily So-and-So,. or the leader writer of the 
Weekly Something el ae have conducted the war much better 
That was one of those unanswerable questions npon which one might 
speculate to the end of time. But the two successive Governments 
which carried the country to triumph through the war were led by two 
lawyer-politicians, It so happened that other parts of the Empire mad 
very considerable contributions upon the legal side. He supposed that 
the name of General Smuts, who, by an unusual combination in the pro. 
fession, was both a lieutenant-general and an attorney ceneral, would be 
accounted memorable, and that his part as a general in the field and 
as a@ member of the War Cabinet would not soon he forgotten. He was 
a distinguished member of one of the Inns of Court. If he (the Lord 
Chancellor) turned to Canada, he supposed it would not be thought 
unreasonable if he mentioned the name of John Borden, who had played 
& most extraordinary part in the history of the war. Thev welcomed 
as a guest the representative of the great United States of America. 
who occupied the high post of Solicitor-General, and who could speak 
as the representative of both branches of the profession in the United 
States, where the division of the two 1 
not recognized. Of the French. how many of those brilliant states- 
men who supported and assisted the spirits of their soldiers had be 
longed to the legal profession? There were only three countries in the 
entire world where the legal profession had not played a great part in 
the war, namely, Germany, Russia and Turkey. In the case FP pork 
other considerable country which had taken a great part in the war 
an immense influence had been exercised by the legal profession He 
desired to say that he had inherited from his old friend. Lord 
Finlay, great traditions in the discharge of his high ’ office 


upon 


vould 


He had learnt from him, when he was his junior at the Bar. the highest 
and the noblest traditions of the English Bar. and he felt great pride in 


replying on behalf of the legal profession. Let them make no mistakes 
about this it was a profession which of all others. if it were fearlessly 
and independently followed, in due promotion placed men on the 
Bench; and it was to this profession that we must look for our final 
bulwark against the movement of lawlessness which had submerged a 
great part of Europe, the menacing reverberations of which were heard 
even in the midst of our boasted, civilization. In all the history of the 
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vorld the profession Itad contributed some of the greatest intellects, 
from ancient Rome onwards. = 

Mr. W. Arruvr Saree (President of the Law Society) also re 
sponded. He said that the Lord Chancellor had shewn very great 
sympathy with the solicitor branch of the profession. It was the first 
oceasion on which the President of the Law Society had been invited to 


be present at the reception given by the Lord Cham ellor to the Bench 


and the Bar before the work of the legal year was entered upon. Since 
he had been President, the society had been engaged with the Lord 
Chancellor in discussing the burning question of solicitors’ costs, which 
he hoped would be. brought to a satisfactory termination without undue 
delay. His view was not that the two branches should be fused. He 
hoped that they would go on working together for a long time to come, 
at any rate. The greater the union between the two branches the 
creater the assistance they could give one another, and that would be 
so much the better for the profession and for the public whom they had 
the honour to serve. 

Mr. T. H. Wrenstep 
Visitors.” 

The American AMBASSADOR responded. He said it must not be 
forgotten that the President of the United States was a lawyer, the 
Secretary of War and the Secretary of the Navy were lawyers, the 
weneral who led her armies in the field was a lawyer. There had never 
been a battle for liberty throughout the world where the lawyer was not 
in the van, and, after the war, the wreckage, disorder and ruin wete 
left to the lawyer to restore. 


Lord STERNDALE proposed “‘ The City of London Solicitors’ Company,” 
coupled with the health of the Master and Wardens. He said that a 
Master of the Rolls he had a great deal to do with solicitors. He did 
not know whether he was considered by them as a guardian angel or as 
a thorn in the flesh. He had had, in company with the Lord Chat 
cellor, to consider the bitter cry of the solicitors struggling with the 
rise in prices. He had been tempted to wonder why anyone entered 
on the solicitor’s career, a career involving such unrequited labour, bat 
he had recently been putting his signature to the certificates of eighty- 
three young gentlemen who had just joined the ranks as solicitors, and 


(Junior Warden) gave the toast of “ The 


she had also from time to time to consider the applications of others 


who wanted to be relieved from passing certain examinations hefare 
entering into articles. Their applications spoke of services rendered, 
of rank attained, of wounds, of heodships suffered, and of distinctions 
won which were a credit to any profession. And it was of that prof 
sion the Company formed a very important part. He had seen a g 
deal of the value of association such as that provided by the Compaay 
in the trial of cases in the commercial list. The number of member 
of the Bar concerned with them was limited, and the number of sol- 
citors who were concerned in them was limited, and the result was that 
work went on more smoothly and with greater facility than it possibly 
could in litigation under ordinary circumstances. He was afraid there 
was a tendency some time ago to give up what he might call the go-® 
you-please cases. He sincerely hoped that had not gone on, but whe 
some of his brethren had urged that the same thing should rule el 
where and that all rules of practice and everything else should go 
the board, as they did in the Commercial Court, he had always answered, 
**You cannot do it unless you are dealing with people who are com 
stantly meeting and who know and trust each other.’’ The svstem wa 
not adapted to people dealing with each other at arm’s length and who 
did not know quite what they could do with one another. To promote 
such intercourse was the object of the Company, and long might # 
flourish. 


The Master, in returning thanks, said the Company had been formed 
with the great idea of promoting comradeship and of conducting litige 
tion and other work with the desire to do the best its members col 
for their clients. They worked in friendship with the Law Society; 
going to them and they coming to the Company when occasion ™@ 
quired. He asserted that the Company had justified its existence. 

The band of the Royal Artillery played a selection of music durilg 
dinner, 
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‘ta Further Information write: 


? The monthly meeting of the Board of Directors was held at the Law 
Bociety’s Hall on Thursday, 4th December, 1919, Mr. Spencer Whitehead 
in the chair. The other directors present were :—Mr. T. H. Gardiner 

surer), Mr. E. B. V. Christian, Mr. F. W. Emery, Mr. P. E 
Morshall, Mr. A. E. Pridham, Mr. W. M. Woodhouse, and the secretary, 
Mr. E. E. Barron. A vote of condolence was passed ou the death of the 
President, Lord Swinfen. A sum of £140 was voted in relief of deserv 
ing cases, and other general business transacted 





Law Students’ Debating Society. 


At a meeting of the society, held at the Law Society's Hall on Tuesday 


Qnd December, 1919 (chairman, Mr. A. R. N. Powys), the subject for 
debate was : ‘‘ That the case of Davis v. Curry (1918, 1 K. B. 109) was 
wrongly decided.’’ Mr. W. S. Jones opened ip the affirmative. Mr 


WN. R. Fox-Andrewes seconded in the affirmative Mr. R. Oliver opened 








conditi ns of tenancy, and dees not cause nuisance or annoyance to 


be made where the landlord reasonably requires the 


neighbours, will only 
house for occupation by himself or his employee, or an employee of 
some tenant from him, or on some other ground deemed satisfactory. 
Rent, it is added, cannot be increased except to meet increased local 
rates paid by the landlord; by 6 per cent. on cost of improvements of 
structural alterations, not being decoration or repairs; and by an 
taldition not exceeding 10 per cent f the rent 

Dr. Wald luded an inquiry, at the City Coroner's Court, on the 
Sth inst., into the death of Robert Warner, aged sixty-nine, a master 
bak f Hoxtor died in St. Bartholomew's Hospital while under 
the influence of stovaine, which had been administered for an operation 
for hernia Arising out of the Cor ner’s remarks at the first hearing as 
to tl iving of ar esthetics by young students and nurses (this system 
d t ex! it St Barth iI mew's Hospital, where there are three 
esident and four visiting anwsthetists), Dr. Waldo said that @ medical 

rres] lent ha : write to the Tsme saying it seemed a pity that 
more scientific at tion had not been devoted to the subject If, he 
1dded, the Medi = Research Committee would take the matter up, a 
sery the community would be performed rhe jury returned a 
erd ' rd e witl the medical evidence, and added a rider that 

g il anwsthetic should be administered by any but a duly 
jualified medical ma except in most exceptional circumstances, and 
that the Medical Research Committee and the Ministry of Health be 

| requested to 1 re int ll m e! mnected with anwsthetics given 
| for operations The ju unanimously agreed with the Coroner that 

leg tion with rd to th ife administration of anmsthetics wae 
urgently needed 


in the negative. Mr. S. W. Yellowly seconded in the negative 

The Ce members also spoke Messrs. J. E. Oliver, A. E 
Johnson, P. Blackwell, T. Anderson, and W. M. Pleadwell The 
opener Seodn replied, and the chairman having summed up, the motion 
was carried by the casting vote of the chairmar There were twenty- 
three me »mbers present 

pry News. 
Change in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 

Atrrep JoHN Apams and Avoustus Gicserr CoLvite, solicitors 

{Adams & Colvile), 5, Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry, London, and at | 


Hemel Hempstead, Hertford. Sept. W. 

Georce Horporn Turner, Ricnarp Ropert KinGsBury, 
Kincssvry, solicitors (Kingsbury & Turner), 369 and 371, Brixton-road, 
London, S.W. March 25. Such business will be carried on in the 
future by the said Richard Robert Kingsbury, Thomas Kingsbury, and 
John Clemence Turner. 

Epwyn Hott and Jown Grorce 
Co.), 2, Booth-street, Manchester 


and THOMAS 


Manarfry, solicitors (Edwyn Holt & 
March 24 
[Gazette, Dec. 5. 


General. 


The Puebla correspondent of the Excelsior says that Mr. Jenkins, the 
American Consular Agent, who was arrested by the Mexican authorities 
and subsequently released on bail, attempted on Friaay to secure re 
imprisonment. He stated that he desired unconditional liberty, and 
declared that the bail upon which he was liberated was given without 
his knowledge. The judicial authorities, however, refused to permit 
him to re-enter the prise yn Ar cording rto El Democrata, Mr. Jenkins was 
liberated after the authorities had received a cheque for $500, the 
amount of his bail. 

Manchester and Salford, where trouble recently occurred 
landlords and fenants, are to be placarded with a Ministry of Health 
poster giving the law regulating the ejectment of a tenant and increase 
of rent. The Department believe that its reproduction might be of use 
in other towns, where misunderstanding exists. To 
to London the necessary changes weuld have to be made in rental or 
fateable values. The poster states that where neither the rent nor the 
tateable value exceeds £52 a year a tenant cannot be ejected except by 


order of the court, which, if the rent is paid and the tenant observes the 


between | 


] 
| 


| 


adapt the statement | 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Conrt of Tndicarure, 


ROTA OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE OW 








Date EMFROENCY APP a: Corer ‘r Justice Mr. Justice 
RoTa No 1 Ere SARGANT. 
Monday Dec. 15 Mr. Leach Mr. Goldechmidt Mr. Bloxvam Mr. Berrer 
Thesday iT Charch Leach Borret Goldschmidt 
‘Vednesday 17 Farmer Charch Goldechmidt Teach 
Thursday 18 Tolle Farmer Veach Charech 
> SS | Synge Joal'y Choarch Farmer 
Saturday 2 Bloxarm Synge Farmer Jolly 
Date Mr. Jurtice Mr Justice Mr. Justice P.O. Mr. Justice 
‘ torerry Perera w T AWRENCE RUSSELL. 
Voenday Dec. 15 Mr. Synge Mr. Farmer Mr. Church Mr. Jotiv 
Tuesday ..... 14 Bloxam Jolly Farmer Svne- 
Welinesday 17 Rorrer Synce Jolly Bioxsam 
Thureday 18 GoMiachmidt Rioxam Synge Rorrer 
Friday .... 19 Leach Borrer Bloxam Goldachmidt 
Saturday .. 20 Chareh Goldschmidt Rorrer Leach 
Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
LIMITED IN ORANCRERY 
Lond Garette.—Fnipar, Dec. 5 
Bissariu Gasvittixas Co Lip Ix Votuntany Ligripation.).—Creditors are 
requested to nd urt ‘T f their debts or claims to Miss Bertha Dansiger, 
25, Mosle t Ne t pon-Tyn juidator 
Cargiron (Liverroot 1915. Lrp.—Creditors are required. on or before Dee. 20., to 
send their names and | “« and the partioulars of their debte or claims, to 
Georg 4 ustus Pr 41. North John-st lAverpool, liquidator 
Coast De MENT CORPORATION 1.71 Iw Votrxtany LI@rIpATION.) Creditors 
eq on or before Jan. 5, to send their names and addresses, and the 
urtienlars of their ain to Se 5 othe ir Francie Whinney. K.B.E., and John 
Francie Stovell, 48. Frederick'’s-pl., Old Jewry, liquidators 
Moorrietp Mansion Lrp.—Creditors are juired, on or before Jan. 16, to send in 
their nan nd address with particulars of their debts or claims, to J 
W heatle Jor 19, ¢ t Manchester, liquidator 
TeKKA-TAIPING t Cr rs are required n or before Feb. 9. to eend their 
names and addresses nd the pa f their debts or claims, to Tom 
w“ kett Statior I } { nwa i" lator 








THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE Co., LtD. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 


FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, 


FIDELITY, GLASS, 





MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., 


etc. 





Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the most complete Policy ever offered to householder. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHO JKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Pren inom. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS 


INSURANCE. 








Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Leases : 
Licensed Property settled by Counsel, will be sent on application. 


24, MOORGATE ST., E.C. 2. 


IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS 


and Mortgages of 
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Severn Tewwe Jcncriow Manner any Horst Co., Lep.—Creditors are required, 
on or before Dec. 9, to send in their names and addresses, and full particulars 
of their debts or claim to Richard Stratton, at the office of Morgan & Co., 
King'’echmbr 67, High-st., New; Mon., liquidator 


London 


Creditors ar 
and the part 
ls, Rochdale, liq 
Lrp.—Cr 
wld re und the irt 
Waterloo-st., 
Lrp.—Cred 
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George-st., Mansion House 
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or clair 
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names " lars . ¢ 
Birminghan 
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names 


6 James 


Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily, 


London rette.—Fripar, De ) 


Carrotina (Malay) R i“ Severn Tunnel Junct 
cate, Ltd ( Ltd 
Georg (Mais R ‘ Est nd Redlands Shipping ¢ 
cate, Ltd Daman & Snell 
Henry Smit B 
Smalibrook & 
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r & Son nt am 


Fr 
nning ¢ Swift erag 
Parker, Ltd od Gr we 

Derby Plaster ( Ltd t esters, Ltd 
Rugby Mill, Lta i's Towace 
Lord Hamps & Lord Jenning 
Northern and Mediterraneat nes W White & 

Renoplex Manufacturing Water 

J. & H. Taylor (Lond Albavesre, Ltd 

Blenheim Gasfittings Co., Lt Shawbruner, Ltd 

: Liquid Purification ¢ 
Tong Mill Co., Ltd Moorficld Mansion, Ltd 
Harrington Brot Ww ams Hardware Co 
Newcastle and t Willis & Arthur, I 


Orton 


Aireraft Equipme 
Rivers Eng 
I. B. Kily 
harles 
Clarkson, 
reite, Ltd. 
N. Waatepaper 
Bechuanaland ¢ 
Tug Ex} 


mM r iw 
n & ( 
Hattan 
Ltd 
Iron and Stee 
Ltd 
al Co 
Gordon W 
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F 
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Ltd 
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Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Dar oF Claim. 
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ithampton-st., 


Tunspar 
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Gazette 
rar Jan, 8 
‘ 16 


& Sons v. Macdonald 
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Stileman 
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VALD 


M 


Macpoxatp 
Eve J 
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Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 3s. 


Last Day or Ctatmm 


London 

Sarmam Ans, Shepherd's 
Walbrook 

Ann, Cheadle, 


Gazettes FRIDAY Dec 


ALEXANDER Bush Jan. 6 E. C. Rawlings. Butt 
Bowyer, 2 
ALDRED, Many 
Barnes, Ada Mavp, Urmeton 
Bauer, Isaac, Ryde. Isle of Wi 
Bennett, Atrrep Easter, Otley 
Ipswich 
Corso~, Fanny 
Cocumane, ALEXANDER 
toria-st 
GrorGt, 
John-st 
Dantets, WILLIAM 
hall-av 
pe Rance, Anne Bertensox, Rhy! 
Diuwor-Smirzn, Lewis, Sandwich, 


Manchester 
Haslingden 
Ryde, I.W 
Ridley 


Marriott & Cx 
Kidd Whitaker 
John Robinson 
lan. 3 Birkett, 


Chester Tar 

Jan. 7. R 
ht. Jar 
Farn 


& Fran 


Malvern 
Baxter & ( 


ster P } Foster 


Mass ; 


Kempsey, Wor 


Boston, 12, Vi 


Danes West Hendon, Build Walter Maskell & ( ra 


Porrinerr, Camden-rd Tee Mood & Son 2 Basing 


Bird & Bird, 5 
Jan. 10. Fr 


Gray's 


d A. 


Jan. 1 
Fruiterer 


inn-6q 
Cloke, Sandwich 


| WELLER 


| purpose. 


Jan. 10. Hasties, 65, Lincoln's inn-fields, 


27. Coulter, Hancock 
FLETCHER, Francis, Sutton Coldfield. Jan. 15. Thompson & Warmington, Dudley, 
| a. a. ——— Jan. 14. Fernell & Son, Sheffield. 

FRANKLYN, Hottonp, Yoxall, Staffe. Jan. . Foyer, White , Black, 
~ oy ham gy RO § 14. Foyer hite, Borrett & 
FRaNcH, Rosenpo Ramos ry, Las Palmas, Grand Canery. 
& Co., 4, St. Mary Axe. 
Goopwin, Tomas, Great Wigston, 10 

& Frearson, Leicester 
Gooow is, Mary Matitpa, Kilburn-la 
Haltsworrmr, Haneistr Et.szasera, Uld 
Sale & Son, Derby. 
Hartizcy, Rev. Ricuarp 
Stephens, Chatham 
Hastewoop, Atsert Octayivs, Buxton, Medical Practitioner. 
Ainsworth, Buxton. 
His, Heesert Henny, Huddersfield 
Hopson, Harrier, Halifax. Jan. 3. 
Jeasor, Artucr, Pendleton. Jan. 
Jorce, Exiza Mitpery, Plymouth. 
Kitson, Carotrne, Bridlington. Jan. 
LAv@HLIN, Henny Mavrice Srancer, 
Francis, Ipswich. 
Lame, Ettzaseta Bartis, Plymouth. Jan Shelly & Johns, Plymouth. 
Lester, Samaw ANN, Forest Hill. Jan. 7. Chas, T. Price, 9, Bush-la. 
| Leverr, Exnest Lacrence, Hyde Park. Dec. 31. Warren, Murton, Miller & Poste, 


45, Bloomsbury-sq. 
Jouns Epwanp Shrewsbury, Licensed Victualler. H. W. Hughes 


| & Son, Shrewsbury 
Marson, Saran Ann, Brisbane, Australia. Theodore Goddard & Co, @ 
Serjeante’ inn 
Mercatre, FRancis, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Jan. 14. 


15 . 


DRUMMOND, Srsit, Grosvenor-st. 
Dcnstone, Sypwer Gar, Treviskey, Cornwall, Farmer. Dec. 
«& Thrall, Truro 


Jan. 7. Lawrence Jou 
Ingram, Berridge, Flude 


Kilburn, 
I& WE 


A. FLY, 
Shipton @ 


Leicester. Jan. 


Stringer & Stringer, 
Jan. 6 


Jan. 30 
Normanton, Derby. 
Dec. 30. 


15. 


Swanwick, West Cleandon, Surrey 


Jan. 


Jan. 1. Lupton & Fawcett, Leeds. 

Dickons & Aked, Halifax 
Rawle, Johnstone & Co., 1, Bedford-row, 

31. R. Robinson Rodd & Son, Plymouth, 
Maw & Redman, Hull 

Jan. 3. Birkett, Ridley § 


10 
Dec. 
15. 

Ipswich, Grocer. 

4 

Lowe, Jan. 21. 

Jan. 5 

H. Gibson, Newcastle-upom 


14, Great 


Cc. 


yne 

Musson, Many Frances, Surbiton-hill. Jan. Garrett & Son, 
James-st 

NewrTon, Jans, East Stockport. 


Onrett, THomas, Walton, Liverpool. 


Liverpool 
Tnomas, Bristol, Dairyman. Mar. 1 
Ricnarp Wittiam, Hull. Dec. 26 
Pemperton, Mary Etizaseru, Harrogate. Jan 
Pearce, Jonw Tomas, Smethwick, Staffs., 
| W. L. Highway, Birmingham 
Pearse, Francts CuaPrett, Clayhanger, Devon, Farmer 
Booker, Wellington, Somerset 
Picotr, Rosere Srvargt, Los Angeles 
Cavendish-sq 
Priester, Racnet, Bradford. Dee ° 
Ray. Witutam Henry Lovis, Worthing. Dec. 31. Young, Jones & Co., 2, Suffolk-le 
Rescrw, Witttam Hesry, Plymouth. Jan. 9. Shelly & Johns, Plymouth. 
RtrcHarpson, Mary ANNe Evizasers, Balham. Apr. 10. Boxall & Boxall, 2, Chap 


Rawlings, Butt & Bowyer, @ 


Arthur P. Broeks, Stockport. 


Jan. 7. 
Snowball, Kyffiin-Taylor & Pruddah, 


Jan. 5. 
1920. J. H. King, Bristol. 
Wm. Gilfoy, Hull. 
1. Geo. Francis 
Manufacturing 


Feb. 1. 
Dec. 31. 


| Paar, 


PARROTT 
Leeds. 


Jan. L 


Stott, 
Jeweller. 


William Thomas 
Gery & Brooks, 


31. John B. Atkinson, Shipley 


California, Actor. 


cery-la 

| Roperts, ELLex, 
Walbrook 
Epirna SYMows 
Victoria-st 
Kensington 


Jan. 1. E. C. 
Davidson & Morriss, and @ 
40 and 42, Ques 
Temple-gdns, 
Eddisons & Lupton, Leeds. 


Brighouse. 
19. Bendle, Sibson 6 


Colabrook, Bucks 


| SHAND Earl's Court. Dee. 31. 
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Epwarp, Dalston. 
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20. Nelson, 
Jan. 31. Arthur Bastide, 
Cumberland, Grocer. Dec. 


Routh, Stacey & Castle, 14, Southamp 
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SMITH 

SMITHIES, 
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Davidson 


Trttsy, JOHN 10 


Jan 
31. 


Maw & Redman, Hull 
Jan. 1. Reed & Wayman, Downham 


Under Steward. Jan. 3. Hubert J. Hik 
Lawrence & Son, Ossett, Yorks. 


Topp Putney-hill, Pawnbroker. Dec 


15 
Norfolk. 


Lewes, 


Firle, 


Dec. 31. Alec 








VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pre 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insures 
suffer accordingly. DEBENHAM, STORR & SONS (LIMITED) 

| 26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C. 2, the well-known valuers and 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise thowe desiring valuations for aay 
Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-a-brac, 8 


speciality —{Apvr.] 








Anravr, Hove 


bldgs., Care yet 


Bankruptcy Notices. 
Grester, Lavrence 


London Gazette.—Fuipar, Dec, 5. bhigs., Carey-st 
RECBIVING ORDERS. | Hastam, Artacr, West 
. Bankruptcy-bldes 
Hove. Hich Court 


GORRINGE 


Park-st 


Gosaninor, ARTHUR, Pet. Nov. 11 
Ord. Dec. 3 
Gresier, LAURENCE 
Ord. Dee. 3 
Hastam, Antuvur, West Kensington. High Court. Pet 

Nov. 12. Ord. Dec. 3 } 
Jones, Davip Evan, Porth, Glam., Collier. Pontypridd 

Pet. Dec. 3. Ord. Dec. 3 * 
TaomPson, A., Manchester, 

Manchester. Pet. Nov. 17 


ALFRED 


HoLtoway 
| at 2.30 


Ihe 
Br 
Price 
11.30 


rhton 


of 


Park-st. High Court. Pet. Oct. 11 


Aber 
St 


Saran Etenx 
Of Rec 
SrIpney, 

15 at 


SANDERS, THOMAS 
Merchant. Dec 
Bank-chmbrs, 

Rosinsox, Amy VeRNow 
Crvpt-chmbrs., Eastent 

Crart, Gronoe Hensert, Balby, Doncaster, Labourer. | SIMMONS, ANNIE 

‘ Dec, 12 at 11.30. Off. Rec., Figtree-la.. Sheffield Dec. 16 at 12. Off. Re 

Crowcrorr, Atrrep, Rotherham, Steel Merchant. Dec. 12 | Warr, Freperick Witt 
at 12.30. Off. Ree., Figtree-la., Sheffield Merchant. Dec. 15 at 

Gnirritus, James, Rotherham. Dec. 12 at 12. Off. Rec st, 
Figtree-la,, Sheffield. 


Paper Agent 


Maker's 
Ord, l 


De 


FIRST MEETINGS 





Kensington 
Cares 
CHARLES 


dare 
Catherine-st., Pontypridd 


11.30 
Lowgate, 
Dyserth, Flint. 
e-Tow 
ELIZABETH, 


junction, High-st , Portsmouth, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Carotir, Heasent Davin, Piccadilly. 
Oct. 11. Ord. Dee. 2. 
Cuamerrs, Henry Davr, Leyton, Piano Tuner. Higt 
De 5 at ll Court. Pet. Oct, 30. Ord. Dec. 3 
st Dexcax, Basti Witttam. Piceadilly. High Court. Pe 
Oct. 15. Ord. Dee. 3 
Davis, Witrrep Frepertcx, Leigh, Staffs 
Trent Pet. Oct. 1. Ord. Dec. 1. 
GrirritHs, James, Dalton, nr. Rotherham, York. She 
field. Pet. Sept. 15. Ord. Dec. 3 
Jones, Davip Evan, Porth, Glam, Collier, Pontypridl 
Pet. Dec. 3. Ord. Dec. 3 
Oakes, Victor, Forest Hill, Greenwich. 
Pet. Sept. 4 Ord. Dec. 2 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in @ 
London Gasette of Nov. 25. 
Leorotp Atexanper, Ashford, Journeymal® 
Canterbury. Pet. Oct. 3. Ord. Nov. & 


16 at 11. Bankruptcy- 


Dec. 


High Court. Pet 


Dec. 16 at 12. Bankruptcy 


Traveller 


ough-pl,, 


Burton 


Angmering 
Rec., 124, Marlbor 


Dec 
hmbrs., 


12 at 
St 


Draper 

Catherine’ s-« 

Kingston-upon Hull, Fish Bootmaker. 

Off. Rec., York City 24 

Hull. 

Dec. 12 at 12 

CROYLE, 
Carpenter 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Forp, Anson St. Carr St. Ciarr, Ashton-under-Hill 
Glos. Worcester. Adjud, July 4, 1912. Anath 
Nov. 23, 1919. 


Chester 

Tywardreath, Cornwall. 
12, Princes-st., Truro. 
Portsmouth, Oil and Colour 
12. Off. Rec., Cambridge 











reen with. 
1 in 


rneymaa 
Nov. & 


sder-Hill, 
Anadl, 





